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CHAPTER 1 

I N T R O D U C T I O N 

South Carolina's recreation providers are becoming increasingly interested in finding new 

resources and facilities to help meet the slate's growing demand for outdoor recreation 

opportunities. The idea of utilizing abandoned, often derelict, railroad rights-of-way (ROW) for 

recreation purposes has gained an increasing amount of support. The 1985 report of the 

President's Commission on Americans Outdoors (PCAO) called for using these ROW as the 

backbone of a national system of "greenways" connecting parks and recreation areas (PCAO 

1986b: 102). The PCAO found that since 1959 trail-related activities consistently rank annong the 

ten most popular outdoor recreation activities in America (PCAO 1986a: 82). Relatedly, the 1984 

South Caro l ina Recreat ion and Par t ic ipat ion Study found "walking for pleasure " to be 

the most widely enjoyed outdoor activity of both residents and visitors in South Carolina (SCPRT 

1984: 39). 

Rail beds make excellent trails since they run along carefully graded corridors that traverse 

scenic riverways, rrxiuntaln valleys, and coastal plains. With gentle grades, hard surfacing, and 

wide widths, they are often ideal for hikers, bikers, and runners, as well as for older citizens and 

wheelchair users. Converted to trails, these corridors could reach out and link cities, suburbs, 

small towns, forests, and farms In a vast greenway network. Rail-trails could also link schools, 

neighborhoods, shopping centers, parks, and other open spaces, providing areas not only for 

active recreation but for picnics, birdwatching, strolling, or just daydreaming. Cities could use rail-

trails to prorrxjte tourism and Improve the community image (Peskin 1988:13) . To allow 

communities, industries, or other private interests to destroy the unique linearity of these areas 
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would cause irreparable damage to a system of ROW wtiich tias taken more than 160 years to 

complete. 

If the many miles of abandoned railroad ROW in South Carolina were converted to trails, 

they could help meet the needs of both recreation providers looking for new resources and 

citizens looking for places to walk, bike, or ride horses. South Carolina, however, has been slow to 

act in preserving these abandoned railroad ROW for public use. This reflects not only a lack of 

knowledge about the location of the resources available, but also a lack of information about the 

rails-to-trails conversion process. To assist these local communities in developing their own rails-

to-trails plans, the Commission of the South Carolina Department of Parks, Recreation and 

Tourism (PRT) issued a "South Carolina Rails-To-Trails Program" policy statement in 1989 

(Appendix A). PRT has formally endorsed the rails-to-trails concept as an extension of its 

Recreation Division's assistance programs. 

Prob lem and P u r p o s e 

Over 3,000 miles of railroad ROW are abandoned each year in the United States 

(Montange 1986: 4). At its peak in the 1920s, the U.S. rail industry, with over 260,000 miles of 

road, boasted the most extensive rail system in the world, six times larger than the present 

interstate highway system (Harnick and Kline 1987: 5). Today, the system is down to 140,000 

miles of road. It is believed that by 2000, the U.S. will have a core rail system of 100,000 road miles 

(Byrnes 1988: 21). What has happened to the 120,000 miles of track abandoned since the 1920s 

( 70,000 since 1976), and what will happen to the 40,000 miles of track to be abandoned in the 

coming years? Many miles of ROW have already deteriorated through neglect, and many more 

miles have been taken over by farmers and developers. 

At an average width of 100 feet, each mile of ROW covers approximately 12 acres of land. 

At the present rate of abandonment, this means that close to two million acres of land will have 

been abandoned by the railroad companies by 2000 (Bunrt/ell 1988: 4). Trail users and 

conservationists across the country would like to see these abandoned rail corridors converted 
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into multi-purpose recreation trails rattier than have them revert to the adjacent private properly 

owners or, worse, become trash dumps. Agricultural, commercial, or industrial uses of ROW 

destroy the linear quality of the corridor. If severed, the possibility of reestablishing the corridor for 

future uses is very slim due to the high cost of land (Rails to Trails 1987: 27). 

America has few new recreation trails, largely because establishing new rights-of-way 

through private lands is costly. Land or easements must be purchased, and construction, fencing, 

and maintenance can be expensive, iviany existing trails are located in federal and state parks, 

forests, and reserves that are far from urban populations. Many of these trails have been closed or 

abandoned, including 49,000 miles of U.S. Forest Service (USFS) trails lost to logging and 

development since 1940 (Rasor 1988: 58). Many trails on private property that were previously 

open to the public are being closed due to the owners' experiences with vandalism, titter, and 

property damage. Urban sprawl has also claimed many trails. In Europe, traditional pathways that 

run across private land are open to the public for walking and biking. In America, our railroad ROW 

could be considered our traditional pathways, and when abandoned by the railroad companies 

they should be retained for public use. 

While the potential for using railroad ROW for recreation Is great, to date no attempt has 

been made to inventory the abandoned railroad ROW or rail-trails in South Carolina. One of the 

major responsibilities of a planning department in the area of trail development is to maintain an 

inventory of potential sites (Brooks 1969: 2). The value of the inventory is in the creation of a data 

base that is specifically dedicated to public recreation and open space conversion potential. In 

1979, The Th i rd Nat ional Recreat ion Plan stated that efforts to convert railroad 

abandonments to trails or other recreation use is hampered by a lack of comprehensive and timely 

inventory and planning information (USD!, MORS 1979:129). In 1970 Stallings stated that 

"comprehensive inventories of useable rights-of-way must be made available to state, county and 

local governments - and government must seize these opportunities before they are lost forever" 

(Stallings 1970: 168). 
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Inventories are usually a first step in identifying ROW and their related resources. An 

inventory can help to sell the conversion idea simply by showing the extent of abandonments. 

The identification of potential rail-trail locations increases the likelihood that rail-trails will be 

considered in recreation planning. 

This study has a twofold purpose. The first is to provide inventories of South Carolina's 

abandoned and soon-to-be abandoned railroad ROW, existing and planned rail-trails, and ROW 

segments under consideration for rails-to-trails conversion. The second purpose is to recommend 

policies, programs, and actions for systematizing and accelerating the rails-to-trails conversion 

process in South Carolina. It is hoped that this study will lead to the development of new rail-trails 

in South Carolina. If the abandoned railroad ROW are not preserved today, they will be gone 

tomorrow, absorbed into the landscape, and South Carolina will lose an invaluable resource. If 

they are converted to trail use, they will continue to serve an indispensable recreation function 

today, and they will remain protected and available for reconverting to active rail service tomorrow, 

if needed (Tiedt 1980: 43). 

L i te ra tu re Rev iew 

The geographic literature is devoid of works on the subject of converting abandoned 

railroad corridors into recreation trails. Until 1986, published research in the field was limited to 

federal and state govemment documents and a few articles. Most had a limited distribution and are 

now hard to obtain. Since 1986, The Rails-to-Trails Consen/ancy (RTC) has produced many 

booklets and papers on rail-trail topics. One RTC publication ot special interest to local rail-trail 

planners Is Conver t ing Ral ls to Tra i ls : A Ci t izen's Manual for T rans fo rm ing 

A b a n d o n e d Rail Co r r i do rs Into Mu l t i pu rpose Publ ic Paths. This manual provides 

basic information and organizing techniques needed to convert abandoned railroad ROW into 

trails. Another very useful publication Is Preserv ing A b a n d o n e d Rai l road RIghts-of -Way 

for Publ ic Use: A Legal Manual, which details federal and state laws and national 

regulations affecting the conversion of unused railroad corridors into public trails. 
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One of RTC's prime objectives is to locate and publicize the nation's existing rail-trails. 

With a small staff, RTC has not been able to conduct the statewide rail-trail inventories that are 

needed to develop a comprehensive list of the U.S. rail-trails. They have had to rely on information 

submitted by local agencies and RTC members. RTC's third edition (RTC 1988a) of A Guide to 

America 's Rail-Trails listed 159 segments of abandoned rail corridors (in 31 states) that have 

been converted to recreation trails. No South Carolina rail-trails were listed in the third edition ot 

the Guide, but three - - The Blue Ridge Railroad Historical Trail, The Swamp Fox Trail and The 

West Ashley Bikeway - - were listed in the fourth edition (1989) after relevant information was 

submitted to RTC by the author (RTC 1989a: 51). As of June 1989, there were 178 rail-trails 

totalling 2,339 miles of trail in the United States, and an additional 32 rail-trails totalling 341 miles of 

trail were under development (Table 1 and Figure 1). These paths are a link with America's history, 

souvenirs of that lost age when the railroad steamed its glorious way across the continent 

connecting civilization with wilderness and opening up the future (Rudner 1978: 55). 

Figure 1 

Source: Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 1989 JIM SCHMID 
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Table 1 

America's Rail-Trails: 1989 

S t a t e E x i s t i n g M i l e s P l a n n e d M i l e s 

Alabama 0 0 0 0 
Alaska 0 0 0 0 
Arizona 0 0 0 0 
Arkansas 1 1 0 0 
California 18 112 4 44 
Colorado 5 23 0 0 
Connecticut 3 18 1 38 
Delaware 0 0 0 0 
Florida 2 23 0 0 
Georgia 1 2 0 0 
Hawaii 0 0 0 0 
Idaho 2 8 0 0 
Illinois 15 175 5 28 
Indiana 0 0 0 0 
Iowa 13 65 0 0 
Kansas 0 0 0 0 
Kentucky 0 0 0 0 
Louisiana 0 0 0 ' 0 
Maine 2 16 0 0 
Maryland 2 34 0 0 
Massachusetts 4 30 2 12 
Michigan 4 70 0 0 
Minnesota 9 249 0 0 
Mississippi 1 5 0 0 
Missouri 1 4 1 5 
Montana 1 1 0 0 
Nebraska 2 5 0 0 
Nevada 0 0 0 0 
New Hampshire 3 34 0 0 
New Jersey 7 42 0 0 
New Mexico 0 0 0 0 
New York 8 60 4 23 
North Carolina 0 0 0 0 
North Dakota 1 17 0 0 
Ohio i o 103 1 40 
Oklahoma 2 4 1 3 
Oregon 0 0 0 0 
Pennsylvania 15 134 1 33 
Rhode Island 1 4 0 0 
South Carolina 3 13 0 0 
South Dakota 0 0 0 0 
Tennessee 0 0 0 0 
Texas 3 23 0 0 
Utah 0 0 0 0 
Vermont 2 26 3 51 
Virginia 7 124 1 27 
Washington 11 276 6 23 
West Virginia 3 108 0 0 
Wisconsin 16 430 2 14 
Wyoming 0 0 0 0 

TOTALS 178 2,339 3 2 341 

Source: Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 1989 
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s t u d e n t S t u d i e s 

In ttie past ten years only three theses - - all written by Landscape Architecture students - -

and one other paper dealt with rail-trail topics. In 1979, Stuart Macdonald at Utah State University 

focused on just how successful the recreation reuse of railroad ROW has been In his thesis, 

Eva lua t i on of Recreat iona l Reuse of A b a n d o n e d Rai l road RIghts -o f -Way. 

Macdonald visited completed projects, interviewed planners and trail managers, and consulted 

conversion proposals to write his thesis. He concluded that conversions have been generally 

successful, although local opposition to rail-trail projects can be a major obstacle to the 

recreational reuse of railroad ROW. He suggested careful planning and involving the public as a 

way to diffuse this opposition (Macdonald 1979: vi). 

In 1985, Kansas State University student Mark Holsteen used the answers from a 

questionnaire sent to 11 rail-trail managers to write his thesis, The Planning Process 

Ut i l ized in the Conve rs ion of A b a n d o n e d Rai l road RIghts-o f -Way for 

Recreat ional Purposes. He suggested the following six planning components as those 

"most conducive" to successful conversion: activate the existing planning process, 

develop/revise citizen input program, prepare for the conversion, participate in the abandonment 

hearings, utilize state legislation, and monitor and publish (Holsteen 1985: 110-119). 

In 1988, another Kansas State University student, Leonard Mazour, focused on a rail-trail 

topic with his thesis. Conver ted Rai l road Tra i ls : The Impact on Ad jacent Property . 

Mazouhs thesis documented the changes in adjacent landowners' perceptions of rail-trails before 

and after conversion. He surveyed landowners adjacent to both the Root River and the Luce Line 

Trails in Minnesota and concluded that the anticipated concerns before trail conversion are 

greater than the actual problems experienced after the trail is built and used (Mazour 1988:101). 

Robert Braisted, a geography student at Miami University in Ohio, focused on the North 

County National Scenic Trail in his Senior Paper "Rail-Trails - A Recreational Resource." He 

concluded that developing a rail-trail can be a difficult and time-consuming process, but with the 
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help of the Rails-to-Trails Conservancy and an informed public, the process will likely become less 

entangled (Braisted 1988: 26). 

M e t h o d o l o g y 

A b a n d o n e d Rai l road ROW Inventory and Maps 

Even though there are a great number of old rail lines in South Carolina, a comprehensive 

list of the state's railroad abandonments has never been compiled. The inventory was complicated 

by the scarcity of railway records in South Carolina and the absence of a current map of the South 

Carolina Railroad network. Rail planning in the State stopped in 1985 when federal money ran out, 

and it Is impossible to obtain information from a single source. Many agencies. Individuals, and 

railroad companies had to be contacted In order to put together a current picture of South 

Carolina's rail network. Among them were the South Carolina Highway Department, the South 

Carolina Public Service Commission, the South Carolina Public Railways Commission, the 

Governor's Office of Transportation, the South Carolina State Development Board, the state's two 

major railroads, (Norfolk Southern [NS] and CSX Transportation [CSX]), 14 local rail service 

providers, and members of the National Railway Historical Society. Little information on past 

abandonments could be obtained directly from the railroad companies, many of which no longer 

exist or have merged with others and lost their original identities. 

One bright note is that the South Carolina State Development Board and the Humanities 

and Social Sciences Computer Latxiratory (HSS) at the University of South Carolina are 

developing a Geographic Information System (GIS) dedicated to the analysis ot business 

development and economic growth in the state. This GIS will be able to store information on and 

analyze eight categories of statistics. Of interest to rail-trail planners will be the Transportation 

category, which will contain a geographic database showing the location of all railroads in the 

State, irrcluding both main and branch lines. The system will also locate and describe the 

capacities and features of each rail terminal and cargo loading site (SCSDB 1988: 7). 
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The HSS computer lab is using information provided by the U.S. Geological Survey as its 

base map for the state, and this information is stored in the University's mainframe computer. The 

data are somewhat obsolete and require extensive updating, but plans are to update this 

Information in late 1990. Once the GIS is updated, data from many sources will be located in one 

central system for the first time and will be available to state agencies, regional or local 

governments, and recreation planners. 

The outdated information on railroads from the USC computer files was used to prepare 

the base map for this study. After extensive research to update them, the data were transferred to 

a Macintosh computer format for ease of manipulation and reproduction. The Macintosh maps are 

schematics which do not show actual location but are meant as a guide to give recreation 

providers an idea of the general location of these resources in their areas, in this study, no attempt 

was made to assess any ot the railroad ROW segments in terms of continuity, ownership, or other 

physical features. Further study will be needed to determine these features and to assess each 

segment for its potential as a recreation trail. The information in the study is intended only for 

general reference purposes. For a precise determination of an abandoned line's length, acreage 

and ownership, U.S. topographic maps or South Carolina County maps and property records will 

have to be consulted. 

In order to study the abandonment distribution pattern, the study years were divided into 

four periods. These divisions were based on available data. For the abandonments between 

1923 and 1970, information was obtained from the Rand McNally Handy Railroad Atlas of the 

United States and from the Nielsen and the Lennon lists (refer to Chapter 4). For information 

about abandonments between 1971 and 1980, Interstate Commerce Commission records, U.S. 

Department of Transportation maps, and the 1980 South Carolina Rail Plan were consulted. For 

the abandonments between 1981 and 1989, South Carolina Rail Plans, ICC notices, and CSX 

and NS system diagram maps were used. To determine the future abandonments from 1989 to 

1991, CSX and NS system diagram maps were consulted. 
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The South Carolina maps that were compiled were sent out in draft form to over 50 

interested individuals, government agencies, and railroad companies to seek their Input and 

suggestions. A list of abandonments was printed in the June 1989 issue of "Order Board", the 

newsletter of the Central South Carolina Chapter of the National Railway Historical Society 

(NRHS), and Society members were asked if they knew about additional abandonments (refer to 

Appendix B). Many members of the Society have first-hand knowledge of the condition ot 

abandoned ROW, as they enjoy walking on old railroad ROW they have discovered. Additional 

information on the status of abandoned railroad ROW and details of former railroad companies 

were gathered from NRHS members at their June 1989 meeting. 

This listing does not include all abandonments between 1923 and 1989. Excluded are 

the many miles of interurbans that operated in South Carolina until the 1930s, the many spur, 

industrial, terminal, switching, governmental, and siding tracks abandoned in metro areas, and any 

abandonments under two miles in length. Logging and mining spur lines were not inventoried 

either, even though they were quite extensive and constituted a large system in their day. During 

the late 1800s and early 1900s many miles of logging tramways were built on lands that are now 

state and national forests. With the coming of the internal combustion engine, many of the ROW 

were converted into roads, while many more miles were simply abandoned. In 1930, the U.S. 

Forest Service acquired close to 300 miles of old logging railroad tramways along with the 

250,489 acres of timber that constitute what is now the Francis Marion National Forest. A portion 

of the Swamp Fox Trail is on an old logging line. 

Rai l -Tra i ls Inven to ry and Maps 

The rail-trails in South Carolina have never been inventoried. One of the objectives of this 

study is to provide documentation and a brief history of each existing, planned, and potential rail-

trail in South Carolina. Concern was with locating official rail-trails - - ones that are managed and 

maintained by an agency or organization and open to the public - - and not the many miles of 

informal trails located on old rail beds in the state. Since the earliest days of railroading, well-
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drained railroad grades, active and abandoned, tiave provided convenient informal trails for 

hunters, hikers, and others (Macdonald 1979: 15). 

The first step in compiling the inventory was to locate information on the trails in South 

Carolina to see if sources listed any of the trails as being on old rail beds. In 1981, PRT funded a 

state-wide trails system study (SCPRT 1981). The first objective of this study was to identify and 

compile a computer list of all existing trails in the state. This study did not mention if any of the trails 

inventoried were located on abandoned railroad ROW. At the time of this study, the rails-to-trails 

movement was active in just a few states, and the concept was probably little known in South 

Carolina. Also, the trails in the study were just inventoried by use, not described. Both the 

Stumphouse Mountain Trail (Blue Ridge Railroad Historical Trail) and the Swamp Fox Trail were 

listed. 

De Hart's book. Hik ing In South Carol ina (1984), was also consulted to see if any 

trails were listed as being built on rail beds. In his book, De Hart described outings he took on 

different trails in South Carolina. Both the Blue Ridge Railroad Historical Trail and the Swamp Fox 

Trail were listed, and he mentioned hiking on old railroad grades on both the trails. 

Every February, PRTs Recreation Division sends out a "Local Government Park and 

Recreation Survey" to over 500 municipalities ( 130 of which have recreation departments). In 

1989, a separate page was added to obtain further information on the location of any existing rail-

trails In the state (Appendix C). The sun/ey questionnaire explained the rails-to-trails concept and 

asked two questions. The first was "Do you know of any existing trails located on abandoned 

railroad beds?" Out of the 106 replies, four said yes. Three listed The West Ashley Bikeway in 

Charleston, and one listed the Stumphouse Mountain Trail (The Blue Ridge Railroad Historical 

Trail) in Oconee County. 

The second question was "Do you know of any abandoned railroad corridors that could 

be converted into trails?" Twenty-five said yes, with three (Charleston, Cayce, and North Augusta) 

noting that they had recently acquired railroad ROW segments that they planned to develop for 

future trail use. Twenty-five comments were received from local recreation providers who knew of 
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abandoned railroad ROW in their areas (Appendix D). These segments will need to be assessed 

as to their potential for trail use when a methodology Is developed. 

To get additional and more up-to-date information on the trails In South Carolina, other 

agencies and groups were also consulted. These included the U.S. Forest Service, the National 

Park Service, the South Carolina Land Resources Conservation Commission, the State Forestry 

Commission, Heritage Trust, the Nature Conservancy, and members of the National Railway 

Historical Society. Information about Big Trestle Park was found while checking the list of South 

Carolina projects funded through the Land and Water Conservation Fund program. The Cathedral 

Aisle Trail was identified as a rail-trail while checking trails on land owned by private foundations. 

The eight agencies or organizations responsible for the existing and planned rail-trails in South 

Carolina were each sent a "National Rails-to-Trails Inventory Survey" (Appendix E). This is the 

same survey that RTC uses to judge whether or not a rail-trail is to be included in their annual 

Guide. 
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CHAPTER 2 

THE RAILS-TO-TRAILS MOVEMENT 

In the United States, the recreation potential of linear corridors has been realized only 

within the past 30 years. No one knows for sure which railroad right-of-way was the country's first 

to be converted to a recreation trail. Until recently, most conversion projects took place in 

isolation, with developers largely unaware of other efforts (McGrath 1988:40). Great Britain and 

Canada are also getting swept up in the growing movement to convert abandoned rail litres to 

recreation trails. Today, Great Britain has 30 major and 70 minor rail-trails totalling about 1,000 

miles in length (Blimy 1988: 7). In 1988, the Ontario Trails Council endorsed the rails-to-trails 

concept and requested that the Government of Ontario take immediate action to protect such rail 

corridors for trail purposes (Wilson 1989:17). The following four examples are representative of 

what was accomplished in the early U.S. rails-to-trails conversion movement. 

Naturalist May Theilgaard Watts may have been the first to come up with the rail-trail 

conversion idea when her letter to The Chicago Tr ibune in 1963 sparked a campaign to turn 

an abandoned railroad ROW into the Illinois Prairie Path. In 1965, DuPage County, west of 

Chicago, purchased the old Chicago, Auroa, and Elgin interurban trolley line, then leased it for 

one dollar a year to the Illinois Prairie Path, Inc. Volunteers work with local officials, planting trees 

and flowers, clearing the trail, and working on construction projects. Built almost entirely by 

volunteers, the 55-mile Prairie Path is an example of what can be accomplished with private/public 

cooperative action. An estimated 300,000 people each year have enjoyed the trail since its 

opening to the public in 1972. The Illinois Prairie Path has the distinction of being the first National 

Recreation Trail designated under the National Trails System Act of 1968 (RTC 1988b: 11). 
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In 1965, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources purchased the abandoned 32-

mile Chicago and Northwestern branch line between EIroy and Sparta for $12,000. Wisconsin 

claims the EIroy-Sparta Trail, officially opened to the public in 1967, to be the nation's first rail-trail. 

It was added to the list of National Recreation Trails in 1971. Although surrounded by rugged, hilly 

country, the trail itself is almost level. The 35 steel bridges and three tunnels keep the grade at 

below three percent while adding scenic variety for the user (Ehly 1972: 28). Fine-grained 

limestone screenings were used to surface the railbed and provide a smooth path for bicycling. In 

1978, Wisconsin instituted a trail user fee, applicable to adults 18 and older (Thorson 1979: 7). 

Trail users purchase tickets at outlets in communities along the trail. The daily rates are 75 cents 

for residents and one dollar for non-residents, and seasonal passes are available at $2.50 for 

residents and $3.50 for non-residents (Reed 1987: 34). These very modest amounts do not 

seem to deter use, and the trail was used by 60,000 people in 1984 (Arbib 1986: 5). A 1988 

visitor survey found "safety" to be the main reason people choose to use the trail (Gray, 

Schwecker, Sprehn, and Hamilton 1989: ii). 

Another early and very successful rails-to-trails conversion is the Burke-Gilman Trail in 

Seattle, Washington. The City of Seattle and King County acquired the ROW from Burlington 

Northern Railroad Company in 1973. and over 750,00 people per year now use the 12-miie trail 

for recreation and commuting (Fletcher 1986:5). Many local residents are pleased with the trail 

because it links neighborhoods with area shopping centers, schools, and four parks. A recent 

survey showed that property located within one block of the trail usually sold for about six percent 

more than other nearby sites (Puncochar and Lagerway 1987: 23). 

Virginia's Washington and Old Dominion (W&OD) Railroad Regional Park offers access to 

over 40 regional parks along a 44-miIe corridor that covers 497 acres. The Virginia Electric and 

Power Company (VEPCO) bought the ROW in 1968 as a route for its transmission lines. Retaining 

transmission line rights, VEPCO sold the ROW to The Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority 

(NVRPA) in 1978 for use as a trail. NVRPA has invested approximately $11 million in the 

acquisition and development of the trail, and $500,000 a year Is generated from "non-park" use 
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fees. For example, by renting garden plots along ttie Trail, NVRPA reduces annual trail 

maintenance costs wfiile providing a source of pleasure to both trail users and adjacent property 

owners (Sprung 1988: 28). The W&OD Regional Park has a staff of three full-time and thirteen 

part-time personnel and an annual operating budget of $250,000. An estimated two million 

visitors per year use the trail for horseback riding, jogging, hiking, and as a neighborhood escape 

from jobs and the stress of daily life. Since its opening in 1978. the W&OD Regional Park has 

become the most heavily used rail-trail in the United States (NVRPA 1989: 2). 

The Nat ional Park Serv ice 

The National Park Service (NPS) hired Beth Dillon in early 1988 as the department's first 

ralls-to-trails program coordinator. Her office offers information and technical and planning 

assistance to federal, state, and private agencies involved in the abandonment of railroad ROW 

and the conversion of ROW to recreation trails. The NPS will also include rail-trail assessments as 

part of its Rivers and Trails Conservation Technical Assistance Program (RTCTAP). The 

Assistance Program offers help to local groups for the development and protection of trails and 

the recreation/environment enhancement of river corridors. The primary emphasis of the Program 

is to assist in developing grassroots conservation action. The Program offers assistance with river 

and trail corridor plans, training workshops, information exchange, and statewide Inventories and 

assessments. Inventories are usually a first step in identifying corridors and their related resources 

on a statewide basis. An inventory results in a data base of information which may then be used 

comparatively to assess those ROW identified and to provide Information about the potential trail 

resources In the state. The purpose of an assessment is to analyze the corridors in a given state 

and set priorities for their conversion. Such assessments are conducted through a cooperative 

planning process in which a variety of public and private interest groups work together to specify 

the values of corridor resources and ultimately arrive at priorities. The RTCTAP's primary focus has 

been river assessments, but in the past year they have started to include more trail assessments 

in their program, especially rail-trail projects. 
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The Ra i l s - to -Tra i l s C o n s e r v a n c y 

In 1985, several national organizations interested in converting abandoned railroad 

corridors into recreation trails joined together to form the Washington DC-based Rails-to-Trails 

Conservancy (RTC). As a nonprofit organization, the Conservancy's primary functions are public 

education, advocacy, legislation, and technical assistance. Working with local hiking and biking 

clubs, conservation groups, and park agencies keeps the RTC in touch with the grass roots 

nature of the rails-to-trails movement. At the national level, RTC works to clarify federal rules and 

regulations, compile statistics, and increase rails-to-trails funding. With a membership of over 

55,000 in just four years, RTC seems to have struck a responsive chord with a public that is 

Interested in linear, close-to-home recreation. When asked why the land should become public 

trails and not be claimed by the adjacent landowners, David Burwell, president of R T C , , 

responded, "Since most of the land was donated to the railroads by the American public in the first 

place, (RTC believes] it should be returned to the public" (fvlcGowan 1986: 12). 

According to Bunwell, the greatest problem is the lack of information. Notice of upcoming 

abandonments is very poor. Each agency involved in a successful project basically has had to 

figure out, on its own, the political, financial, legal, and technical problems associated with rail-trail 

conversions (Braisted 1988: 9). 

The S o u t h e r n Sta tes 

RTC reports that the South, for reasons that are not entirely clear to them, lags behind 

other regions of the nation in successful rails-to-trails conversions. In an effort to encourage more 

rail conversions in the Southern States, RTC hired Marianne Fowler in November 1988 as its 

Southern Regional Field Coordinator. She will provide educational and technical assistance to 

government agencies or citizen groups in 12 states stretching from Virginia to Texas (Table 2). Ot 

the 68,000 miles of track laid In the these 12 states, 25,000 miles have already been abandoned 

(4,023 miles in the last five years), yet less than five percent (195.6 miles) have been converted to 

trails (Fowler 1989). The state of Wisconsin, alone, has over twice the rail-trail mileage of the entire 
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region. Fowler stated that "Many public officials in the region have never heard of the concept, 

and Southerners are not always enthusiastic about the idea of public pathways" (Sun belt trails 

1989: 7). 

The majority of southern conversions (124.3 miles) and the most heavily-used rail-trail in 

the U.S. (W&OD rail-trail) are in Virginia. Six of the seven Virginia rail-trails have been local 

ventures, with the Virginia Division of Parks and Recreation getting into the rail-trail business just 

last year when it acquired a 57-mile ROW In the southeastern part of the state. Twenty-eight miles 

of the New River Trail State Park are already open to the public, and the rest will be opened when 

developed (RTC 1989a: 55). Virginia has strong citizen support for rail-trails and for trails in 

general. The Virginia Trails Association is a volunteer group which alerts local agencies, officials, 

citizens, and civic groups when railroads file to abandon a ROW (Jeannette Fitzwilliams, letter to 

the author, February 1989). The Virginia Greenways Advisory Commission was created in 1988 to 

advise the Virginia Department of Conservation and Historic Resources on the best ways to 

promote a greenways network across the state. The volunteer Commission was divided into five 

committees with one focusing on how best to utilize railroad abandonments for public benefit. It is 

hoped that their future recommendations will lead to additional rail-trails and greenways in the 

state (VGAC 1989:1) 

Florida is the only southern state with an active rails-to-trails program. The Florida Rails-to-

Trails Program was established in 1987 by amendments to the Florida Recreational Trails Act, 

which was originally passed in 1979. The amendments authorized the acquisition and 

development of abandoned railroad corridors for recreation trails by the Florida Department of 

Natural Resources (FDNR). The Florida legislature appropriated $3 million and authorized the 

hiring of three full-time staff In 1988. The law made some important changes. It mandated 

cooperation between the Florida Department of Transportation and FDNR in the acquisition of rail 

corridors. In addition, it provided for FDNR to lease ROW to local governments and use eminent 

domain to clear titles acquired through quit-claim deeds. 

17 



Besides developing state trails, FDNR provides technical assistance to local 

governments, citizen groups, and private organizations who are developing their own rail-trail 

projects. Its other projects include maintaining an inventory of abandoned railroad ROW in Florida, 

taking an active role In ICC abandonment proceedings, and disseminating notices about 

abandonments to interested agencies and groups. The first trail under the new program was the 

16.5-mile Tallahassee-St. I^arks Historic Railroad State Trail (FDNRDRP 1986:18). 

In 1986, Arkansas developed a Statewide Trails Plan which described the amenities 

that rail-to-trail conversions can provide a community. Ar1<ansas, however, has no established trails 

program, and the 1.3-mile Marvel! Bike Path is the only rail-trail in the state. It was acquired and 

developed by the city of Marvel! in 1983 (RTC 1989a: 1). In his letter of July 10, 1989, the 

Arkansas State Trails Coordinator stated that "most Arkansas state agencies are simply trying to 

survive financially lean times and are not in a position to consider additional land acquisitions or 

management." He felt that if Arkansas' citizens expressed their interest in trails to the decision 

makers, abandoned railroad acquisitions perhaps could become a priority for the state (Ken 

Eastin, letter to the author, July 1989). 

Georgia has one rail-trail, the Heritage Park Trail, which is located in Rome. The 1.5-mile 

ROW was donated to the city by Norfolk Southern in 1976, and both the Trail and Heritage Park 

were Bicentennial projects. In February 1989, Dan Hope, Recreation Consultant at the University 

of Georgia, coordinated the state's first rails-to-trails meeting with 17 interested citizens in 

attendance. Perhaps this will be the start of a Georgia rails-to-trails advocacy group. At present, 

the Georgia Department of Natural Resources is not involved in the rails-to-trails movement. As 

the Georgia Trails Coordinator explained, "Trail interests here are not politically affluent and have 

been unable to get legislative backing, therefore many good opportunities have been passed by" 

(Henry Chambers, letter to the author, April 1989). 

Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, Louisiana, and North Carolina have no rail-trails or rail-trail 

programs at this time. Texas has no program, but three rail-trails have been initiated and 

developed at the local level (RTC 1989a: 52). fylississippi has no trails legislation or rails-to-trails 
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program either, but five miles of the 17-mile Tuxachanie National Recreation Trail is on an 

abandoned rail line. This trail is similar to the Swamp Fox Trail in that it is in a national forest and on a 

former logging railroad ROW (RTC 1989a: 31). 

Table 2 

S t a t e 

C o m p a r i s o n of Sou the rn S ta tes : 1985-89 

Miles of 
RR A b a n d o n e d 

No. of 
Ra i l -T ra i l s 

Mi les of 
Ra i l -T ra i l s 

Alabama 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Mississippi 

North Carolina 

South Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Virginia 

T o t a l s 

622 

140 

779 

341 

278 

202 

117 

328 

293 

321 

331 

271 

4 , 0 2 3 

Source: Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, 1989. 
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CHAPTER 3 

SOUTH CAROLINA'S RAIL NETWORK 

There are many fine books and articles which describe in detail the building of the railroad 

network and its eventual decline in South Carolina and the United States. The history of South 

Carolina's rail network can be divided into two general periods: from 1827 to 1923, and from 1923 

to the present. The first period was marked by rapid expansion, and the second is being marked 

by a gradual but steady decline in the number of miles of track. 

Railroads were important to the settlement, development, and growth of South Carolina, 

and geography played a major role in determining the early pattern. In 1827, the State Legislature 

chartered the South Carolina Canal and Rail Road Company to build either a canal or railroad from 

Charleston to Hamburg. The railroad won out. and on Christmas Day, 1830, America's first 

scheduled passenger service was inaugurated over the line by "The Best Friend of Charleston." 

By 1833, the 136-mile Charleston to Hamburg line was completed. It set many railroad firsts: first to 

experiment with a form of lighting for night operation, first to carry the U.S. mail, and first to carry 

troops and arms into battle (AAR 1983: 3). 

By 1860, 987 miles of railroad had been built in South Carolina. The four years of heavy 

use, minimal maintenance, and destruction inflicted on South Carolina's rail system during the Civil 

War left it devastated. From the end of the Civil War to the turn of the century was a time of 

rehabilitation, expansion, and consolidation as larger railroad companies began to emerge. The 

Southern Railway Company dominated the western portion of the state, while the Atlantic Coast 

Line and Seaboard Airline Railroad companies operated in the central and eastem part. After the 

Civil War, the Northern United States went on a railroad building binge. The Southern States did 

not have the means or incentive to keep pace, and consequently emerged at the turn of the 
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century with a lean railway system lacking the excess track mileage that was later to plague the 

railroads of the Northeast and [yiidwest (Eggerton 1976:13). 

In 1908, railroads were the nation's largest non-governmental employer with more than 

two million rail workers nationwide, but today there are fewer than 300,000 (CSX Corporation 

1989:5). The U.S. rail system was at its zenith in the 1920s with over 260,000 miles of road, and 

South Carolina's rail system reached its peak in 1923 with a total of 3,783 miles ot road (Rand 

McNally 1923: 207) (Figure 2). 

Figure 2 

Since 1923, the railroad companies have lost freight business to barges and trucks, and 

passenger sen/Ice to the automobile and the airline industry. South Carolina, like the rest of the 

country, has seen a steady decline in railroad mileage. In the 1930s, as the automobile and new 
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highways took over, the Interurban railroads fell by the wayside, and most interurban corridors 

were converted to roads or incorporated into the regular railroad system. In the 1940s, railroads 

were once again in demand to move supplies and troops during the war years (Nielsen 1986: 9). 

During the same period, many miles of unneeded track were scrapped so the steel could be used 

in the war effort. 

In the late 1960s and early 1970s, the railroads once again turned to mergers and 

consolidations for survival. In 1967, the Seaboard Air Line and Atlantic Coast Line merged to 

become the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad (later to become part of CSX Transportation), The 

Southern Railway System also grew by acquiring several smaller railroads, eventually becoming 

part of the Norfolk Southern Corporation. Today, the South Carolina rail network stands at 2,559 

miles (Figure 3). Between 1923 and 1989, approximately 1,224 miles of railroad rights-of-way 

were abandoned in South Carolina. 

South Carolina is served primarily by two large (mutti-state) Class I railroads: CSX 

Transportation (CSX), and the Southern Railway (SOU), which is a part of the Norfolk Southern 

Corporation (NS). In 1987, a Class I railroad was defined by the Association of American Railroads 

(AAR) as one with $87,9 million or more in annual operating revenues. The AAR defined two 

other types of railroads. Class II railroads are regional railroads which have revenues between $40 

million and $87.9 million or which operate at least 350 miles of track. Class III railroads, which have 

annual operating revenues below $40 million, are known as short lines. All terminal and switching 

lines are considered Class III lines (AAR 1988: 2). In 1987, the United States had 500 railroads 

with more than 181,000 miles of track and over 262,000 employees (Table 3). South Carolina has 

no Class II lines but has 14 Class III lines (three of which are terminal and switching lines) and a 

railroad museum run by volunteers (Table 4). 
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Figure 3 
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Table 3 

U.S. Fre ight Ra i l road Indus t ry by Size: 1987 

Rai l road Type N u m b e r 

Class 1 16 

Class II (Regional) 27 

Class III (Short Unes) 285 

Class Ml (Switching & Terminal) 172 

T o t a l 5 0 0 

M i l e s 

147,568 

15,100 

14,534 

4.011 

1 8 1 , 2 1 3 

E m p l o y e e s 

235,814 

10,927 

6,536 

9,217 

2 6 2 , 4 9 4 

Source: Association of American Railroads, 1988. 
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Table 4 

Rai l road Compan ies Operat ing w i t h i n South Caro l ina 

Year End ing September 30, 1989 

N a m e L o c a t i o n M i l e a g e 

Class I 

CSX Transportation, Inc. Statewide 
Southern Railway Company Statewide 
Total Class I Mi leage 

Class III tShor t L ines i 

SC Central RR Florence to Bishopville, 90 
Cheraw to Society Hill & 
Greenville to Laurens 

Hampton & Branchville RR Hampton to Canadys & 45 
Stokes to WaltertDoro 

Mid-Atlantic RR Chadbourne, NC to Conway & 38 
Mullins to Whileville, NC 

Lancaster & Chester Lancaster to Chester 29 
Port Royal RR Yemassee to Port Royal 26 
Pee Dee River Rwy fvlcColl to Marlboro 16 
East Cooper & Berkeley RR State Jet to Charity Church 17 
Waccamaw Coastline RR Conway to Myrtle Beach 15 
Greenville & Northern Rwy Greenville to Travelers Rest 11 
Pickens RR Easley to Pickens 9 
Marion County RR Marion to Mullins (not operating) 8 
Total C lass III Mi leage 3 0 4 

Total Class I and Class III Road Mi leage 2 , 5 2 0 2 , 5 2 0 

Class III (Swi tch inq & Terminal L ines) 

Port Utilities Commission Charleston 6 
Port Terminal RR of SC North Charleston 5 
North Charleston Terminal Co. North Charleston 17 
Tota l Sw i t ch i ng Mi leage 2 8 

South Carolina Railroad Museum Rockton to Mill Creek 11 

Tota l Sou th Caro l ina Mi leage 2 , 5 5 9 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 

1,286 
930 

2 . 2 1 6 
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While Class I railroads constitute only three percent of U.S. railroads, they operate about 

82 percent of the mileage, employ 90 percent of the railroad labor force, and handle about 90 

percent of railroad traffic (AAR 1988: 2). In South Carolina, the Class I railroads have 2,216 miles ot 

road and operate 86 percent of the state's total railroad mileage. 

There is a difference between "road" mileage and "track" mileage. Road mileage 

represents the aggregate length of roadway, excluding yard tracks, sidings, and parallel lines. 

Jointly used track is counted only once. Track mileage takes into account multiple main tracks, 

yard tracks, and sidings along with road miles for the total track owned or operated by a railroad. 

Both the road and the track mileage of the U.S. rail network have declined since 1929 (Figure 4). 

Figure 4 

Dec l ine of U.S. Road and Track Mi leage : 1929-88 
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Source: Association of American Railroads, 1989. 

In South Carolina, both NS and CSX have stated that they intend to trim back to a core-rail 

system. Some of these future abandonments may be sold intact to short line operators, making 

them unavailable for recreation purposes. 
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The Nor fo lk Sou the rn Co rpo ra t i on 

The Norfolk Soutfiern Corporation is a Virginia-based holding company that owns and 

controls two major railroads: Norfolk and Western Railway Company and Southern Railway 

Company. The Southern Railway Company was the result of combining, reorganizing, and 

recombining some 125 to 150 predecessor lines since the 1830s. Southern has a long history of 

operating in South Carolina and its first predecessor line was the South Carolina Canal & Rail Road 

Company, chartered in 1827. By 1833, its 136-mile line to Hamburg from Charleston was the 

longest rail line of its day (Eggerton 1976: 2). The Southern became part of the Norfolk Southern 

System in 1982, and that larger company today operates 17,006 miles of track in 20 states 

(primarily in the Southeast and Midwest) and the Province of Ontario, Canada. 

In 1987, Norfolk Southern decided to reduce its workforce by 5,000 and sell or abandon 

2.700 miles of track by 1990. In 1988, the company eliminated 2,500 jobs and disposed of 1,001 

miles of rail, leaving 1,689 miles to be abandoned or sold in 1989 and 1990 (Norfolk Southern 

Corporation 1989: 2). In South Carolina, it has abandoned 45 miles of track since 1987 and plans 

to abandon 59 additional miles by 1990. Meanwhile, the present system in South Carolina totaled 

about 930 miles in late 1989 (Figure 5). 

CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n 

CSX Transportation is the principal business of CSX Corporation, an international 

transportation company with interests in rail, ocean container shipping, barging, trucking, 

warehousing, and distribution. Its non-transportation interests include real estate, resorts, and 

technology. The company was formed in 1980 with the merger of the Chessie and Seaboard rail 

systems, two of the nation's largest railroad companies, both operating principally in the Eastern 

United States. In 1985, the Chessie and Seaboard systems were consolidated under the name 

CSX Transportation and organized into CSX Distribution Services, CSX Rail Transport, and CSX 

Equipment. Measured by revenue ($4.9 billion in 1988), CSX Transportation is the largest U.S. 

railroad company (CSX Corporation 1989: 35). With headquarters in Jacksonville, Florida, CSX Rail 
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Figure 5 

Transport provides raii service to South Carolina, 18 other states, the District of Columbia ,and the 

Canadian province of Ontario. 

CSX is committed to reducing its rail network to a core system of 15,000 miles and its 

workforce to 30,000 by 1990. CSX management believes that long-term rail profitability in today's 

intensely competitive market lies in improving services around a high-volume core system 

operated by highly motivated employees. The company also believes that developing or selling 

land that is divested by the railroad as it downsizes will contribute additional return to its 

shareholders (CSX Corporation 1989: 3). 

In 1988, labor buyouts and furloughs reduced the CSX rail workforce by 2,800 to about 

39,700. Court challenges by rail labor slowed their sale of lines, but they were able to sell five lines 
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Figure 6 

(totaling approximately 459 miles) and abandon 611 miles. This reduced their total route miles to 

19,800 at the end of 1988 (CSX Corporation 1989: 10), In South Carolina the railroad has 

abandoned 97 miles of track since 1987 and plans to abandon 39 additional miles by 1990. By 

late 1989, CSX had 1,286 miles of track in South Carolina (Figure 6). 

South Carolina also has about 304 miles of short lines (Figure 7). Short lines are 

independent short-haul connector lines that serve a single user, industry, area, or region where a 

small company can operate more efficiently than a major company such as CSX or NS. Short lines 

seem to be stable or growing. For example, the South Carolina Central Railroad Company recently 

filed with the ICC to acquire 34 miles of CSX track in Greenville County. 

28 



Figure 7 

Future of the South Caro l ina Rail Network 

In his 1970 paper on railroad abandonments in Califomia, Quastler stated that the railroads 

were burdened with too many unprofitable lines. He suggested a vigorous abandonment policy 

that would allow rail companies to pare down to an economically sound railroad network (Quastler 

1970: 42). The last two decades have seen many miles abandoned, and railroads will continue to 

adjust their rail networks to changing market conditions by abandoning more miles. Both NS and 

CSX plan more abandonments in the near future as they consolidate their operations. Some lines 

will be sold to local companies and others will see the tracks removed; some of these latter could 

be available for public use as recreation trails. 
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To date, no South Carolina agency has assessed how these abandoned railroad ROW 

can best be utilized. Inventory is the first step in the process of investigating the potential of ROW 

for public use. An inventory can also show how much of the resource is available or has been lost. 

Highway agencies, utilities, water companies, fiber optics firms, and other agencies or firms can 

use this information in their future planning. The new GIS under development by the South 

Carolina Development Board and the University of South Carolina will provide tools that can be 

used by the state to keep track of the rail lines and perhaps continue the rail planning process that 

was undertaken with the help of federal funding in the early 1980s. 

Since South Carolina has no state department of transportation, the responsibility for 

transportation planning falls to many different agencies. For example, highway planning is 

performed by the Department of Highways, port planning by the South Carolina Ports Authority, 

and airport planning by the Aeronautics Commission. Rail planning, which was first conducted by 

the South Carolina Public Service Commission and then by the Governor's Office of 

Transportation, is not now conducted by any single agency. 
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CHAPTER 4 

SOUTH CAROLINA 'S A B A N D O N E D 

R A I L R O A D RIGHTS-OF-WAY 

Ra i l road A b a n d o n m e n t S tud ies 

One way that the railroads have dealt with unprofitable lines has been to abandon them. In 

nrost cases, abandonment is a last resort and is undertaken only after attempts have been made 

to increase profitability, boost traffic levels, or institute service changes. Only after traffic has 

declined considerably and the railroad foresees little chance for future profitability is abandonment 

initiated (SCPSC 1980: 5-1). Since the mid-1960s, federal and state agencies have conducted 

many studies to determine the reasons for abandonment and to inventory rail lines. Some of 

these studies focused on or dealt with South Carolina rail lines. 

The N ie lsen S tud ies 

Waldo Nielsen, a New York train and trail enthusiast, was one of the first to identify rail lines 

for trail use. He used a 1933 New York State legislative map to inventory abandoned rail lines in 

that state. The 1970 statewide inventory he developed was used by the New York Parks and 

Recreation Department to identify potential rail-trails. With the publication of his book, RIght-of-

Way: A Gu ide t o Abandoned Rai l roads In the Uni ted States, Nielsen applied his 

method on a nationwide basis. In his first edition (1971), he compared the maps in the 1944 and 

1971 Rand McNal ly Handy Rai l road At las of the Uni ted States to see which lines had 

been abandoned. In the second edition (1986), he updated his list by once again using the maps 

from Rand McNally atlases to locate additional abandonments between 1937 and 1944 and 

between 1971 and 1973. 

31 



Nielsen intended his book to be used by hikers and bottle and insulator collectors as a 

rough guide to the general location of abandoned railroad lines in every state. Nielsen's study 

found that 35,090 miles of track were abandoned in the U.S. between 1937 and 1973, with 531 

of these miles being in South Carolina (Nielsen 1986: 8) (Table 5). 

Table 5 

Nielsen's List of South Caro l ina 
Ra i l road A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1937-73 

End P o i n t s RR C o m p a n y M i l e s T i m e 

1. Abbeville to Hodges SOU 12 C 
2. Bennettsville to state line ACL 15 A 
3. Mont Clare to Marlboro ACL 10 B 
4. Sumter to Darlington ACL 39 , B 
5. Elliott to Lucknow ACL 17 B,C 
6. Lydia to Timmonsville SAL 17 B 
7. Ravenel to Puck ACL 13 B 
8. Meggets to Gannon ACL 5 8 
9. Meggets to Younges Island ACL 3 6 

10. Meggets to Goshen ACL 5 A 
11 . Kollock to Sellers B&C 43 B,C 
12. Buffalo to Pride BUC 19 A,B 
13. N. Augusta to Greenwood G&F 5 6 A,D 
14. Cleveland to Travelers Rest G&N 10 A,D 
15. H&B Jet to Cottageville H&B 32 B 
16. Lobeco to Stono SAL 41 A 
17. Furman to Hardeeville SOU 28 A 
18. Aiken to Warrenville SOU 6 A 
19. Marion to Lakeview ACL 17 C 
20. Conway to Aynor ACL 16 C 
2 1 . Bamberg to Ehrhardt BE&W 9 C 
22. Cheraw to Pageland C&L 32 C 
23. McBee to Jefferson CM&C 18 C 
24. Ward to Saluda AN 11 C 
25. Blacksburg to Cherokee Falls SOU 9 D 
26. Darlington to Hartsville SCL 12 D 
27. Pamplico to Poston ACL 11 D 
28. Clio to Latta ACL 20 C 
29. Donalds to Due West DW 5 0 

Tota l Mi les 5 3 1 

Time: A - 1960 to 1971; B - 1945 to 1959; C - 1937 to 1944; D - 1972 to 1973 

Source: Rfght -o f -Way: A Guide to Abandoned Rai l roads in the Uni ted States, 1986 
Note: Railroad abbreviations can be found In Appendix G. 
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The U.S. Depar tment of T ranspor ta t i on S tudy 

On tfie national level, tfie U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) sponsored a 1977 

study entitled Ava i lab i l i t y and Use of Abandoned Rai l road Rights-of -Way. The 

Railroad Reorganization and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (4R Act) specified that by February 1, 

1977, the Secretary of Transportation had to prepare and submit to the Congress and the 

President a report on the potential uses of the nation's abandoned railroad rights-of-way. Under 

section 809(a)(1) of the 4R Act, the USDOT contracted with Harbridge House, Inc. to develop an 

inventory of all railroad rights-of-way abandoned in the U.S. from 1970 to 1976. USDOT was 

interested in ROW which retained their linear character in terms of physical characteristics and 

ownership patterns, and which were over one mile in length outside Standard Metropolitan 

Statistical Areas (SMSAs) or over 0.25 mile long inside SMSAs. They used informatiorbprovided 

by the ICC, United States Railway Association, and U.S. Department of Transportation to compile 

their lists. For South Carolina, ten abandonments totalling 164 miles were listed. Of this total, 81.9 

miles were found to be still in railroad use (sold to another railroad), leaving three abandonments 

totalling 81.5 miles potentially available for alternate public use (Table 6). 

Table 6 

Harbr idge House Inven to ry of 
S o u t h Caro l i na A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1970-76 

End P o i n t s ICC Docket # M i l e s 

1. Blacksburg to Cherokee Falls 25853 5 

2. Greenwood to North Augusta 26597 57.2 

3. Chester to York 26881 19.3 

Source: Ava i lab i l i t y and Use of A b a n d o n e d Rai l road RIghts-of -Way, 1977 

The following are the notes Harbridge House included on each abandoned line: 

1. Blacksburg to Cherokee Falls - The right-of-way is located in a scenic, parklike area of 
old homes and Interesting foliage. In 1970 the railroad received a proposal to lease the 
line for a scenic railway but no agreement was concluded. The right-of-way is held in 
easement except for an 18-acre tract, which the City of Blacksburg may be interested in 
buying for use as a park and housing development. 
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2. Greenwood to North Augusta - This right-of-way is being assessed as two 
abandonments (Greenwood to Edgefield - 32 0 miles and Edgefield to North Augusta -
25.2 miles) because approximately two miles of the line in Edgefield area are still 
operating. The mileage is an estimate based on the different lengths reported by three 
sources. A portion of the land is currently under lease to the Sundown Riding Club, but 
that location has not been identitied by the railroad. Various road and utilities are feasible 
alternatives depending on the actual width of the property but the area appears to have 
little need for more of these. The land from Edgefield to North Augusta is pecan tree 
country, while the land and use of Edgefield to Greenwood area is farming. The use of the 
abandonments for these agricultural purposes might be appropriate. 

3. Chester to York - A bicycle trail has been proposed for the right-of-way, but title 
problems may prevent such use. Roads and utilities are physically suitable here, although 
no interest has been indicated to date. 

One of Harbridge House's footnotes stated that the Seaboard Coast Line (SCL) railroad company 

was not amenable to the idea of interim public uses of their property. SCL noted that this policy 

derived from a stringently enforced South Carolina law that states that railroad property no longer 

used for rail purposes reverts to the abutting land owners (USDOT 1977b: H-119). 

The Bureau of Ou tdoo r Recreat ion Study 

J. Lennon, a management intern with the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation (BOR), listed 

9,000 miles of track abandoned in the U.S. between 1960 and 1970 in his study, Estab l ish ing 

Tra i ls on Rights-o f -Way: Pr inc lpal iy Rai l road Abandonmen ts . His list was compiled 

from abandonment authorizations published in Traffic Wor ld magazine and included only 

abandonments ot three miles or more in length. He listed six abandonments in South Carolina 

totalling 110 miles (Table 7). Each abandonment was listed by county, number of miles 

abandoned, endpoints (city or milepost marker), year abandoned, name of railroad company, ICC 

Finance Docket (F.D.) number, and the name of the 1:250,000 National Topographic Series map 

on which the abandonment would be found (Lennon 1972). 
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Table 7 

L e n n o n S tudy of Sou th Caro l ina 
A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1960-70 

C o u n t i e s M i l e s E n d p o i n t s Year RR F . D . M a p 

Aiken & Edgetield 21 M.P. 255 to 275.95 1964 G&F 23034 Augusta 

Cherokee 5 Blacksburg to 
Cherokee Falls 

1970 SOU 25853 Charlotte 

Marlboro 7.5 M P. 272.4 to 279.9 1968 SCL 24960 Florence 

Greenville 5 Marietta to Cleveland 1964 G&N 22797 Knoxville 

Charleston, Colleton & 44 M P. 420.89 to 470 1967 SCL 24638 Savannah 
Beaufort 

Hampton & Jasper 27.5 Furman to Hardeeville 1968 SOU 25272 Savannah 

Source: Es tab l i sh ing Tra i ls on RIghts-o f -Way: Pr inc ipa l l y Ra i l road A b a n d o n m e n t s , 
1972. 

Note: Railroad abbreviations can be found in Appendix G. 

The In ters ta te Commerce C o m m i s s i o n List 

In 1887, Congress created the Interstate Commerce Commission to provide for 

economic regulation of the railroads to protect the public from inflated rates and poor service. 

Railroads must obtain permission from the ICC before making any of a number of changes in their 

operations, and a forma! ICC proceeding must be held before a rail company is allowed to 

abandon a line. This procedure provides public notice in advance of the abandonment, which can 

benefit local recreation providers who may be interested in a rail corridor {CACEQ 1975: 11). 

In 1970, the ICC started keeping computer records of ICC-authorized abandonments. 

Such abandonments are published in the Federal Register as well as in Rai lway Age and 

Traff ic Wor ld magazines. The ICC has authorized abandonment of 791.51 miles of track In 

South Carolina since 1970 (Table 8). There is no guarantee that the ROW in fact has been 

abandoned, since ICC authorization does not always result in a physical abandonment of the 

track. ROW may be sold to a short line company; the ownership of the ROW is transferred, but the 

track is left intact. This permits purchasers of the ROW to organize a new railroad service and use 

the existing track. A complete abandonment involves the discontinuation of rail service, the 
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removal of track, equipment, and structures in the ROW, and the clearing and grading of the ROW 

for subsequent development. 

Table 8 

I C C - G r a n t e d A b a n d o n m e n t s 
In S o u t h C a r o l i n a : 1970-89 

Docke t No RR Co . D a t e M i l e a g e E n d p o i n t s 

26-7 SOU 1-10-77 13.64 Lockhart Jnct to Lockhart 

26-13 s o u 9-1-78 9.00 City of Greenwood 
26-16 s o u 4-30-79 42.77 Belton to Piedmont 
26-18 s o u 9-4-79 9.30 N. Aiken to Trenton 
26-21 s o u 2-25-81 42.00 Hagood to Westville 
26-24 s o u 9-11-81 50.00 Blackville to Furman 
26-32 s o u 9-5-85 ,33 In Charleston 
26-34 SRC 7-22-86 18.30 York to Kings Creek 
28-3 CGA 9-15-81 4.35 Edgefield to Waters 
28-7 CGA 10-6-83 6,83 In North Augusta 
55-4 SCL 6-25-76 2.97 Ravenel to Drainage 
55-6 SCL 12-3-76 6.00 Dupont to Stono 
55-7 SCL 7-21-77 11.81 Ashwood to Sumter 
55-16 SCL 12-11-78 24.65 McCormick to Calhoun Falls 
55-22 SCL 12-5-78 7.16 Near Cheraw 
55-25 SCL 12-29-78 8.00 Belton to Anderson 
55-31 SCL 10-29-79 15.35 Calhoun Falls to Iva 
55-33 SCL 10-29-79 6.89 Mt Clare to Darlington 
56-36 SCL 2-26-80 19.85 Catawba to Great Falls 
55-40 SCL 6-3-80 10.47 Floyd to Society Hill 
55-49 SCL 5-22-81 2.00 In Anderson Cnty 
55-51 SCL 8-28-81 6,18 Bishopville to Ashwood 
55-52 SCL 7-31-81 8.82 Johns Island to Croghan 
55-57 SCL 3-3-82 5.42 Lodge to Ehrhardt 
55-59 SCL 6-14-82 .84 In Charleston 
55-60 SCL 7-29-82 9.14 Pritchard to Hutchinson Is. 
55-61 SCL 7-22-82 5.08 Robinson to Hartsville 
55-86 SBD 5-16-84 8.90 Pee Dee to Mullins 
55-95 SBD 2-14-84 17.32 Florence to Pamplico 
55-107 SBD 9-12-84 14.10 Conway to Myrtle Beach 
55-110 SBD 1-4-85 28.00 Yemassee to Port Royal 
55-111 SBD 11-26-84 11.86 Iva to Anderson 
55-169 SBD 1-17-86 3.14 In Sumter Cnty 
55-199 CSX 8-17-87 18.86 In Marlboro Cnty 
55-239 CSX 4-8-88 2.60 Near Cheraw 
55-261 CSX 7-22-88 2.36 In Greenville Cnty 
55-275 CSX 12-13-88 37.19 Orangeburg to Donora 
55-279 CSX 12-13-88 9.05 Timmonsville to Lynchburg 
55-292 CSX 3-20-89 25.16 Harris to Belton 
55-297 CSX 6-12-89 1.52 Burnslde to Ft Jackson 
55-311 CSX 9-18-89 .52 In Greenville Cnty 
125-3 NS 6-12-81 5.30 York to Clover 
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(Table 8 continued) 

A b a n d o n m e n t s Gran ted by t he ICC 
In S o u t h C a r o l i n a : 1970-1989 

Docke t No RR Co. D a t e M i l e a g e E n d p o i n t s 

290-1 SOU 
290-21 s o u 
290-35 s o u 
290-50 s o u 
290-64 s o u 
290-67 s o u 
290-74 s o u 
312-0 s e c 
25853-0 s o u 
25956-0 SCL 
25985-0 s o u 
26294-0 c w 
26386-0 SCL 
26597-0 CF 
26881-0 C&NW 
26989-0 CNL 
27398-0 SCL 

Tota l cases 59 
Tota l m i l e s g r a n t e d 791.51 

9-24-87 3.80 
1-11-89 9.30 
9-20-88 7.40 

12-23-88 8.61 
8-14-89 14.00 
6-12-89 1.52 
7-20-89 49.00 

5-9-89 .39 
1-12-70 - 5.00 

3-3-70 3.42 
3-20-70 6.90 

11-16-70 5.97 
1-8-71 28.36 

12-7-71 59.24 
3-16-72 22.80 
4-25-72 .58 

11-11-74 32.19 

Clover to Bowlin 
Trenton to N. Aiken 
Kershaw to Westville 
Tirzah to York 
Hasskamp to Camden 
Burnside to Ft Jackson 
Branchville to Oakwood 
In Cheraw 
Blacksburg to Cherokee Falls 
In Charleston 
Aiken to Warrenville 
Russellville to St. Stephen 
Hartsville to Poston 
Edgefield to Greenwood 
Chester to York ' 
In Clinton 
Coosaw to Levy 

Source: Interstate Commerce Commission, 1989 
Note: Railroad abbreviations can be found in Appendix G. 

The S o u t h Caro l ina Rail Plans 

States must have prepared a State Rail Plan to receive Federal funds under the Railroad 

Revitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (4R Act) and the Local Rail Service Assistance 

Act of 1978 (LRSA). These Acts provided Federal funds until 1985 for the plan as well as funds 

for improving or retaining rail sen/ice within the state. South Carolina's first Rail Plan was published 

In September 1980, and an Update was published in June 1984 and a Supplement in 1985. 

The goals of the Rail Plan were to 

1. Participate in the rail program made possible by the 4R Act as amended by the LRSA Act in 

order to ensure the continued viability of the State's Rail System and thereby enhance the 

continued economic growth of the State; 
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2. Encourage those public and private entities that would be adversely affected by 

abandonment to provide the non-federal portion of the LRSA monies; 

3. Maintain existing rail service to those geographic areas whose economic base is 

dependent upon continued rail service; 

4. Maintain all economically feasible and desired rail services to the commercial, industrial, 

and agricultural sectors which require a viable rail mode of transportation; 

5. Use and plan the light-density rail lines in a manner which will foster an economic 

development and industrial expansion consistent with established state development 

policies; and 

6. Promote continued ownership and operation of railroad services by the private sector with 

minimal public sector activity (SCPSC 1984:1.3). 

Prior to 1985, the Rail Plan and project activities were the responsibility of the South 

Carolina Public Service Commission (PSC) through its Transportation Division. The PSC used to 

regulate various aspects of the rail operations within South Carolina, but with the enactment of the 

Staggers Rail Act in 1980, which stated that state regulations must conform to ICC standards, the 

PSC surrendered jurisdiction over intrastate rail operations in favor of ICC regulation. It contracted 

with Wilbur Smith and Associates to produce both the 1980 and 1984 Plans. Wilbur Smith's 

Technical Proposal of 1977 to the PSC mentions the reuse potential of railroad ROW, citing 

recreational trails and strip parks along with utility rights-of-way and roadways as possible uses of 

these abandoned resources (SCDA 1977: 54). Recreational trails and strip parks, however, were 

not mentioned in the 1980 and 1984 plans. In 1985, the responsibility for rail planning was 

assumed by the Governor's Office of Transportation. The 1985 Supplement was produced by the 

South Carolina Public Railways Commission (PRC) under contract to the Governor's Office of 

Transportation (GOTDT 1985). The three Rail Plans analyzed 479 miles of track (Table 9). When 

Federal monies for the program ended in 1985. South Carolina could not afford to continue the 

rail planning process on its own. Presently, no agency has the responsibility to evaluate the ROW 

scheduled for abandonment. 
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Table 9 

Rai l road L ines Ana lyzed In the 
South Caro l ina Rail P lans: 1980-85 

L i n e R a i l r o a d 
Hartsville to Bishopville SBD 
Cheraw to Society Hill SBD 
York to Kings Creek SOU 
Andrews to State Line SBD 
Sumter County SBD 
1985 m i l e a g e 

1984 Update 
Florence to Pamplico SBD 
Iva to Anderson SBD 
McCollto Marlboro SBD 
Pee Dee to Mullins SBD 
Yemassee to Port Royal SBD 
1984 m i l e a g e 

1980 Plan 
Ashwood to Sumter SBD 
Bishopville to Ashwood SBD 
Blackville to Furman SOU 
Calhoun Falls to Iva SBD 
Calhoun Falls to McCormick SBD 
Catawba to Great Falls SBD 
Charleston Industrial Track SBD 
Cheraw to State line SBD 
Conway to Myrtle Beach SBD 
Creston to Giant SBD 
Darlington to Mont Clare SBD 
Dupont to Stono SBD 
Floyd to Society Hill SBD 
Greenville & Northern Railway GRN 
Hagood to Westville SOU 
John's Island to Croghan SBD 
Lockhart to Lockhart Jet. SBD 
Lodge to Ehrhardt SBD 
North Aiken to Trenton SOU 
Ravenel to Drainage SBD 
Robinson to Hartsville SBD 
Trenton to Waters SOU 
Ware Shoals Railroad WS 
1980 m i l e a g e 

Total miles analyzed by South Carolina Rail Plans 

S t a t u s 

A 
A 

I 
A 

A / 0 

A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 

A/O 
LDL 

A 
A 
A 

LDL 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 
A 

LDL 

M i l e s 
17.70 
11.37 
18.30 
24.00 

3.14 
7 4 . 5 1 

17.30 
11.86 
15.60 
16.80 
24,80 
8 6 . 3 6 

5.30 
6.18 

50 .00 
15.35 
24.65 
19.85 

6-78 
17.32 
14.00 
35.00 

6.89 
5.30 

10.47 
11.70 
26.00 

8.61 
13.64 

5.42 
9.30 
2.97 
5.08 

12.35 
6.00 

3 1 8 . 1 6 

4 7 9 . 0 3 

Status A - Abandoned 
I - Category I, could be abandoned within 3 years 

II - Category 11, abandonment under study by railroad 
III - Category I I I, abandonment decision pending before ICC 

LDL - Light-density line not subject to abandonment at this time 
A / 0 - Abandoned or sold and being operated as a short line 

' - Une withdrawn from Category II in 1985 
Sources: South Carolina Rail Plans, 1980, 1984, and 1985. 
Note; Railroad abbreviations in Appendix G 
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The Sou th Caro l ina A b a n d o n e d 
Rai l road Study Commi t tee 

In 1984, a concurrent resolution by the House and Senate of South Carolina created a 

committee to investigate the problems which were leading to the abandonment of railroad lines in 

the state (refer to Appendix F). The committee only met twice and issued no reports or 

recommendations, but a status report of abandoned rail lines was presented at one of their 

meetings (Table 10). 

Table 10 

Rail A b a n d o n m e n t Sta tus Repor t 

April 2, 1985 

L ine S e g m e n t 

Marion to Mullins 
Conway to Myrtle Beach 
Yemassee to Port Royal 
Iva to Anderson (first 2 miles) 
McColl to Marlboro 
Florence Airport Segment 
Greenville Northern Line 
Cheraw to Society Hill 
Andrews to State Junction 
Hartsville to Bishopville 
Florence to Pamplico 

S t a t u s 
p 

Purchased and Operating 
Purchased and Operating 
Purchase Negotiations Completed 
Purchase Negotiations 
Railroad Filed Intent to Abandon 
Abandoned 
Notice of Intent to Study Abandonment 
Under Study of Possible Abandonment 
Under Study of Possible Abandonment 
Under Study of Possible Abandonment 
Abandoned 

Source: South Carolina Abandoned Railroad Study Committee, 2 April 1985 meeting. 

The Sou th Caro l ina A b a n d o n e d 
Rai l road ROW Inven to ry 

The following list of South Carolina railroad abandonments (Table 11) includes the 

endpoints ol the abandoned section (name given is closest town to abandonment), actual date of 

abandonment when known (when two abandonment dates are given, the first date is the year in 

which the first section of the line was abandoned, and the second date is the year in which the 

most recent abandonment occurred), the name of the abandoning railroad company, and the 

mileage between the endpoints. The segments are numbered 1 through 88 for those already 

abandoned, and I f through 4f for those planned for future abandonment. For ease of cross 

reference the segments are numbered the same on the lists and maps (Figures 8, 9, 10, and 11) . 
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An assumption is that the abandonments since 1981 are In the best condition for 

conversion to trails and perhaps still owned by the railroad companies. Railroad corridors 

abandoned between 1971 and 1980 vary considerably in condition. Many sections are now roads 

or have been plowed under. In many cases railroads abandoned prior to 1971 are probably 

completely obliterated or very difficult to locate. Many have been sold to utility companies, 

landowners, or farmers, or have reverted to the adjacent property owners. They are listed for 

historical reference and to complete the pattern of railroad abandonment in South Carolina. 

The 88 segments abandoned between 1923 and 1989 (September 30) resulted in a total 

of 1,338 miles of abandoned track, and an additional 98 miles are planned for abandonment in the 

near future. It would be hard to make all the different lists of abandonments reconcile with each 
p 

other. As explained in Chapter Three, 1,224 miles of abandoned track were found by subtracting 

the miles found on the 1989 map from those found on the 1923 map. It is likely that some miles of 

track built since 1923 and abandoned before 1989 are not reflected in this figure, and this 

accounts for the difference. 

Table 11 

Sou th Caro l ina Ra i l road A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1923-91 

1 9 2 3 - 7 0 

Map # Abandonmen t End Poin ts 
1 . Abbeville to Hodges (1939) 
2 . Furman to Hardeeville (1969) 
3. Batesburg to Perry (1933) 
4 . Breeden to state line (1969) 
5. Mont Clare to Marlboro (1953) 
6. Sumter to Darlington (1950) 
7. Elliott to Lucknow (1941) 
8. Ravenel to Puck 
9. Meggets to Gannon 
10. Meggets to Younges Island 
1 1 . Meggets to Goshen 
12. S. Marion to state line (1937,45) 
13. Conway to Aynor (1941) 
14. Clio to Latta (1937) 
15. Lydia to Timmonsville (1945) 
16. Lobeco to Stono (1968) 
17. Kollock to Bennettsville 
18. Union to Pride (1950) 

R a i l r o a d 
SOU 
s o u 
SOU 
ACL 
SCL 
ACL 
ACL 
ACL 
ACL 
ACL 
ACL 
R&C 
ACL 
ACL 
SAL 
SCL 
B & C 
BUC 

M i l e s 
12 
28 
26 

9 
10 
39 
17 
13 

5 
3 
4 

23 
16 
20 
17 
41 
14 
16 
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(Table 11 continued) 

Sou th Caro l ina Rai l road A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1923-91 

Map # Abandonmen t End Points Ra i l r oad M i l e s 
19. N. Augusta to Edgefield (Dis. 64) (Ab. 72) G,& F 26 
20 . River Falls to Marietta G& N 9 
2 1 . H & B Jet. to Cottageville (1958) H& B 32 
22. Bamberg to Ehrfiardt (1950) B E & W 9 
23. Ctieraw to Pageland (1941) C & L 32 
24 . McBee to Jefferson (1940) CM&C 18 
25. Ward to Saluda (1941) AN 11 
26. Donalds to Due West (1940) DW 5 
27. Lambs Jot. to Ashley Jet. SAL 3 
28. Darlington to Florence SAL 10 
29. Sumter to Sumter Junction (1936) - SOU 16 
30 . Sumter to Camden (1935) NWofSC 30 
3 1 . Manville Jet. to Rosehill (1935) NWofSC 12 
32 . Sumter to St. Paul (1935) NWofSC 24 
33 . Millard to Wilsons Mill (1935) NWofSC 1 6 
34 . Andrews to Lane (1932) SAL 20 
35. Bennettsville to Brownsville (1950) B& C ' 2 0 
36 . Johns Island to Charleston SAL 15 
37 . Gaffney to Cherokee Falls SOU 6 
38. Warrenville to Hamburg SOU 10 
39. Alcolu to Hams Alcolu 3 4 
40 . North to Orangeburg Orangeburg 17 
4 1 . Branchville to Bowman B& B 12 
42 . Eutaville to Ferguson ACL 6 
43 . Chisholm to Bagwell SAL 4 
44 . Fenwick to Mosquito Wharf SAL 8 
45. Bulow to Bulow Mines ACL 3 
To ta l M i leage 1923-70 7 2 1 

1 9 7 1 - 8 0 

Map # Abandonmen t End Points R a i l r o a d M i l e s 
46. Blacksburg to Cherokee Falls (1970) SOU 9 
47 . Darlington to Hartsville (1972) SCL 12 
48 . York to Chester (1972) C&NW 23 
49. Pamlico to Poston SCL 11 
50. Coosaw to Levy (1977) SCL 32 
5 1 . Cheraw to state line (1978) SCL 7 
5 2 . Ashwood to Sumter (1977) SCL 5 
53 . Ravenel to Drainage (1976) SCL 3 
54 . Dupont to Stono (1976) SCL 5 
55. Lockhart to Lockhart Jet (1977) SOU. 14 
56. Iva to McCormick (1978,1979) SCL 40 
57 . City of Greenwood (1978) SOU 9 
58 . Edgemoorto Lando E& M 3 
59 . Belton to Anderson (1978) SCL 8 
60 . Belton to Piedmont (1979) SOU 14 
6 1 . Darlington to Mont Glare (1979) SCL 7 
62 . Greenwood to Honea Path (1979) SOU 29 
63 . Floyd to Society Hill (1980) SCL 10 
64. Spence to Great Falls (1980) SCL 21 
To ta l M i l eage 1971-80 2 6 2 
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(Table 11 continued) 

S o u t h Caro l i na Ra i l road A b a n d o n m e n t s : 1923-91 

1981-89 (Sept 30) 
Map # A b a n d o n m e n t End Points R a i l r o a d M i l e s 
65. Robinson to Hartsville (1982) SCL 5 
66. Hasskamp to Kerstiaw (1981.88.89) SOU 36 
67. Blackville to Furman (1981) SOU 50 
68. Pritchard to Hutchinson Island (1982) SCL 9 
69. H & B Jet to Ehrhardt (1982) SCL 6 
70 . John's Island to Croghan (1981) SCL 1 0 
7 1 . York to state line (1981,87) SOU 10 
72. Waters to Greenwood (1982) CGA 34 
73. N. Augusta in Aiken County (1983) CGA 7 
74 . Bishopville to Ashwood (1981) . SCL 6 
75. Greenpond to Coico (1987) SBD 14 
76. Tlrzahto York (1988) SOU 9 
77 . Florence to Pamplico (1984) SBD 17 
78. Iva to S. Anderson (1984) SBD 12 
79. Marietta to Travelers Rest GRN 5 
80 . York to Kings Creek (1986) SOU ^18 
8 1 . Ware Shoals to Shoals Jet WS 5 
8 2 . Near Cheraw (1988) CSX 3 
83 . Timmonsville to Lynchburg (1988) CSX 9 
84 . N. Aiken to Trenton (1989) SOU 9 
85. Marion to Pee Dee (1984) SBD 8 
86. Fori Jackson Spur (1989) CSX& NS 2 
87 . Orangeburg to Donora (1989) CSX 38 
88 . Belton to Harris (1989) CSX 25 
T o t a l Mi leage 1981-89 (Sept 30) 3 4 7 

P r o p o s e d (Sept 30) 1989-91 

Map # A b a n d o n m e n t End Po in t s R a i l r o a d M i l e s 

1f. S. Hardeeville to N. Savannah CSX 14 
2f. Florence to Timmonsville CSX 9 
3f. Sumter to Lynchburg CSX 16 
4f. Springfield to Blackville NS 10 
5f. Oakwood to Branchville NS 49 
To ta l Mi l eage (Sept 30) 1989-91 9 8 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
Note: Railroad abbreviations in Appendix G. 
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Figure 8 
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Figure 11 



To make it easier for local recreation providers to determine which abandonments have 

taken place in their locality and to see what patterns emerge, the 88 segments already abandoned 

and the five segments (f) planned for abandonment were categorized by time period, by 

geographic region (Tables 12 and 13, and Figure 12), by planning district (Tables 14 and 15. and 

Figure 13), and by county (Tables 16 and 17), Where an abandoned line crosses a boundary, the 

identification number is followed by a fraction which indicates how much of the abandonment is in 

that area. For example, 4 (1/4) means that one-fourth of segment 4 is in that area. 

Table 12 

South Caro l ina Rai l road A b a n d o n m e n t s by 
Geog raph i c Reg ion and Segment Number : 1923-91 

P i e d m o n t 

1923 - 70 1, 18, 19, 20, 25, 26, 37 

1971 - 8 0 46, 48, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 62, 64 

1981 - 89 7 1 , 72, 76, 78, 79, 80, 8 1 , 88 

1 9 8 9 - 9 1 0 

M i d l a n d s 

1923 - 70 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 12, 14, 15, 17, 22, 23. 24, 28, 29. 30, 3 1 , 32, 33, 35, 38, 39, 

40, 4 1 , 42 

1971 - 8 0 47, 49, 5 1 . 52, 6 1 , 63 

1981 - 89 65, 66, 67(1/2), 73, 74, 77, 82, 83, 84, 85. 86, 87 

1989 - 91 2f, 3f, 4f. 5f 

C o a s t a l 

1923 - 70 2, 8, 9, 10, 11 , 13, 16, 2 1 , 27, 34, 36, 43, 44, 45 

1971 - 80 5 0 , 5 3 , 5 4 

1981 - 8 9 67(1/2), 68, 69. 70, 75 

1 9 8 9 - 9 1 1f 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 

Note: f=planned abandonment 
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Figure 12 

P I E D M O N T 

M I D L A N D S 

C O A S T A L 
SOUTH C A R O L I N A 

GEOGRAPHIC REGIONS 

1 9 8 9 

J I M S C H M I D 

Table 13 

Miles of South Caro l ina Rai l road 
A b a n d o n m e n t s by Geog raph i c R e g i o n : 1923-91 

R e g i o n 

Piedmont 

Midlands 

Coastal 

To ta l Mi les 

1 9 2 3 - 7 0 

85 

441 

195 

7 2 1 

1 9 7 1 - 8 0 

170 

52 

40 

2 6 2 

1 9 8 1 - 8 9 

118 

165 

64 

3 4 7 

1 9 2 3 - 8 9 

373 

658 

299 

1 3 3 0 

1 9 8 9 - 9 1 

0 

84 

14 

9 8 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
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Table 14 

South Caro l ina Rai l road A b a n d o n m e n t s by 
P lann ing Dis t r ic t and Segment Number : 1923-91 

I. A P P A L A C H I A N 
1923 - 70 
1971 - 80 
1981 - 89 
1989 - 91 
I I . UPPER 
1923 - 70 
1971 - 80 
1981 - 89 
1989 - 91 
III. C A T A W B A 
1923 - 70 18 
1971 - 80 48, 55, 58, 64 
1981 - 89 71 . 76, 80 
1989 - 91 0 
IV. CENTRAL MIDLANDS 

20, 37 
46, 59, 60 
78, 79, 88(1/4) 
0 

S A V A N N A H 
1. 19, 25, 26 
56, 57, 62 
72, 8 1 , 88(3/4) 
0 

1923 - 70 
1971 - 80 
1981 - 89 
1989 - 91 
V. LOWER 
1923 - 70 
1971 - 80 
1981 - 89 
1989 - 91 

3(1/2) 
0 
86 
0 
S A V A N N A H 
3(1/2), 22. 38. 40, 4 1 , 42 
0 
67(1/2), 73. 84. 87 
4f, 5f 

VI. SANTEE WATEREE 
6(1/2), 7, 29, 30, 3 1 , 32. 33, 39 
52 
66, 74 
3f 
VII. PEE DEE 
4, 5, 6, 12, 14, 15, 17, 23, 24. 28, 35 
47, 49, 5 1 , 61 , 63 
65, 77, 82, 83, 85 
21 
VIII . W A C C A M A W 
13, 34 
0 
0 
0 
IX. B-C-D 
8, 9, 10, 11 , 16(1/2), 27, 37. 45 
53, 54 
70 
0 
X. LOWCOUNTRY 
2, 16(1/2), 21 , 43, 44 
50 
67(1/2), 68, 75 
I f 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
Note: f=planned abandonment 

Table 15 

Miles of Sou th Caro l ina Rai l road 
A b a n d o n m e n t s by P lann ing D is t r i c t : 1923-91 

D i s t r i c t 1 9 2 3 - 7 0 1 9 7 1 - 8 0 1 9 8 1 - 8 9 1 9 2 3 - 8 9 1 9 8 9 - 9 1 

Appalachian 15 31 23 69 0 

Upper Savannah 54 78 58 190 0 

Catawba 16 61 37 114 0 

Central Midlands 13 0 2 15 0 

Lower Savannah 67 0 79 146 59 

Santee-Wateree 169 5 42 216 16 

Pee Dee 192 47 42 281 9 

Waccamaw 3 6 0 0 36 0 

B-C-D 66 8 10 8 4 0 

Lowcountry 93 32 54 179 14 

Tota l Mi les 7 2 1 2 6 2 3 4 7 1 3 3 0 9 8 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
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Figure 13 



Table 16 

Miles of South Carol ina Rai l road 
A b a n d o n m e n t s by C o u n t y : 1923-91 

Coun ty 1 9 2 3 - 7 0 1 9 7 1 - 8 0 1 9 8 1 - 8 9 1 9 2 3 - 8 9 198£ 

Abbeville 14 27 6 4 7 0 
Aiken 23 0 16 39 6 
Allendale 0 0 12 12 0 
Anderson 0 15 18 33 0 
Bamberg 9 0 12 21 25 
Barnwell 0 0 29 29 19 
Beaufort 10 16 5 31 0 
Berkeley 0 0 0 0 0 
Calhoun 0 0 0 0 0 
Charleston 67 8 ' 10 85 0 
Cherokee 6 9 0 15 0 
Chester 0 36 0 3 6 0 
Chesterfield 50 7 3 60 0 
Clarendon 54 0 0 5 4 0 
Colleton 54 0 17 71 0 
Darlington 4 7 29 5 81 d 
Dillon 32 0 0 32 0 
Dorchester 0 0 0 0 0 
Edgefield 2 6 0 17 43 0 
Fairfield 0 0 0 0 0 
Florence 11 11 24 4 6 9 
Georgetown 0 0 0 0 0 
Greenville 9 7 5 21 0 
Greenwood 3 31 35 69 0 
Hampton 0 0 13 13 0 
Horry 16 0 0 16 0 
Jasper 28 16 17 61 14 
Kershaw 7 0 27 3 4 0 
Lancaster 0 0 4 4 0 
Laurens 0 0 0 0 0 
Lee 42 3 8 53 8 
Lexington 13 0 0 13 0 
McCormick 0 20 0 20 0 
Marion 11 0 8 19 0 
Marlboro 43 0 0 43 0 
Newberry 0 0 0 0 0 
Oconee 0 0 0 0 0 
Orangeburg 35 0 12 4 7 9 
Pickens 0 0 0 0 0 
Richland 0 0 2 2 0 
Saluda 11 0 0 11 0 
Spartanburg 0 0 0 0 0 
Sumter 64 2 5 71 8 
Union 16 14 0 30 0 
Williamsburg 20 0 0 20 0 
York 0 11 37 4 8 0 

Tota l Mi les 7 2 1 2 6 2 3 4 7 1 3 3 0 9 8 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
Note: f=planned abandonment 
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Table 17 

C o u n t y 

Abbeville 
Aiken 
Allendale 
Anderson 
Bamberg 
Barnwell 
Beaufort 
Berkeley 
Calhoun 
Charleston 

Cherokee 
Chester 
Chesterfield 
Clarendon 
Colleton 
Darlington 
Dillon 
Dorchester 
Edgefield 
Fairfield 
Florence 
Georgetown 
Greenville 
Greenwood 
Hampton 
Horry 
Jasper 
Kershaw 
Lancaster 
Laurens 
Lee 
Lexington 
McCormick 
Marion 
Marlboro 
Newberry 
Oconee 
Orangeburg 
Pickens 
Richland 
Saluda 
Spartanburg 
Sumter 
Union 
Williamsburg 
York 

S o u t h Caro l ina Rai lroad A b a n d o n m e n t s by 
C o u n t y and S e g m e n t N u m b e r : 1923-91 

1 9 2 3 - 7 0 

1(3/4), 26 
3(1/2), 38 

1 9 7 1 - 8 0 

56(1/2), 62(1/4) 

22 

16(1/4) 

59, 60(1/2) 

50(1/2) 

8.9,10,11.16(1/2) 
27,36,45 

37 

53,54 

23,24 
32(1/2).33,39(3/4) 
16(1/4),21,43,45 
5,6(1/3),15.28(3/4) 

12(1/2),14 

46 
48(1/2).58,64 

51 

19 

28(1/4),39(1/4) 

20 

1(1/4), 

13 
2 

30(1/4) 

6(1/3).7,31 
3(1/2) 

12(1/2) 
4. 17, 35 

40,41,42 

25 

6(1/3),29,30{3/4),32{1/2) 
18 
3 4 

47,61,63 

49 

60(1/2) 
57,62(3/4) 

50(1/2) 

52(1/2) 

56(1/2) 

52(1/2) 
55 

1 9 8 1 - 8 9 

88(1/4) 
73, 84 
67(1/4) 

78, 88(1/4) 
69(1/2), 87(1/4) 
67(1/4), 87(1/2) 

68(1/4) 

70 

82 

69(1/2).75 
65 

72(1/2) 

77,83(3/4) 

79 

72(1/2). 88(1/2) 
67(1/4) 

67(1/4),68(1/2) 
66(3/4) 
66(1/8) 

74.83(1/4) 

85 

48(1/2) 

87(1/4) 

86 

66(1/8) 

71.76,80 

1 9 8 9 - 9 1 

5f(1/8) 

5f(1/2) 
4f(3/4),5f(1/4) 

2f 

4f{1/4),5f{1/8) 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
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CHAPTER 5 

SOUTH CAROLINA RAIL-TRAILS INVENTORY 

South Carol ina Rai l -Tra i ls 

The geography of South Carolina's rail-trails is rooted in the geography of easy 

opportunities. Each rail-trail was acquired and developed in Isolation by local recreation providers. 

The following is a short discussion of the five existing rail-trails in South Carolina (Figure 14 and 

Table 18). 

Figure 14 

S O U T H C A R O L I N A 

R A I L - T R A I L S 
1989 

• Rail-Trail Open to the Public 

n Raii-Tralj Under Development 

SOURCE: C o m p l M by author JIM SCHMID 
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Table 18 

S o u t h Caro l ina Ra i l -Tra i l s : 1989 

Trai l Name 

The Cathedral Aisle Trail 

The Swamp Fox Trail 

The Blue Ridge Railroad 

Historical Trail 

Big Trestle Park 

The West Ashley Bikeway 

L o c a t i o n 

Aiken County 

Francis Marion NF 

Oconee County 

Jasper County 

Charleston County 

Year Es tab 

1939 

1970 

1976 

1981 

1982 

M i l e s 

3 

6 

5 

2 

2 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 

The Cathedra l A i s l e Trai l 

The Cathedral Aisle Trail is part of a 25-mile network of trails that criss-crosses the 1,200-

acre Hitchcock Woods Preserve in the City of Aiken (Figure 15). This three-mile trail has a 

considerable history. It started out as part of the longest continuous railroad of Its day, the South 

Carolina Canal and Rail Road completed in 1833. The railroad had been constructed from 

Charleston to Hamburg to direct traffic, especially cotton, away from Savannah directly to 

Charleston. To speed construction, the tracks were supported on hard pine timber some distance 

above the ground. Years later, the timbers were covered with earth and ballast to make a firm bed. 

Because of a steep grade in the Aiken area, the railroad company used an "inclined plane" to pull 

the train up the grade and down the other side. In 1852, the "inclined plane" section was 

abandoned when new tracks (the present Southern Railway) were installed around the steep 

grade. The Cathedral Aisle Trail is a portion of the section that had been abandoned in 1852 

(Derrick 1930: 203). 

In the late 1800s, Thomas Hitchcock and William C. Whitney acquired much of the land 

surrounding the right-of-way for use as a hunting preserve. After Whitney's death, Hitchcock 

purchased the estate. In 1939, Hitchcock used 1,200 acres of the land to establish the Hitchcock 

Woods Foundation, now a tax-exempt, non-profit organization that maintains the land as a nature 
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Figure 15 
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preserve. Hitchcock requested that the land "never be sold to a private individual or firm" (De Hart 

1984: 244). 

With the purchase of an additional 230 acres in 1985 and the 750 acres owned by the 

Aiken Prepatory School, more than 2,200 acres of forest are open for recreation In the midst of 

the City of Aiken. The Woods preserve offers a network of dirt roads and trails used by hikers, 

joggers, equestrians, and mountain bike riders (see Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 

The Swamp Fox Trai l 

The 21-mile Swamp Fox Trail, opened to the public in 1970, is located in Berkeley and 

Charleston counties in the Francis Marion National Forest (Figure 16). The trail was designated a 

National Recreation Trail in 1979. The forest and trail are both named for Revolutionary War hero 

General Francis Marion, the "Swamp Fox," whose men would attack the British and then withdraw 

to the safety of the dense forests and riverbottom swamps north of Charleston (De Hart 1984: 87). 

Three segments (totalling approximately six miles) of the 21-mile trail are on old railroad grades. 

The railroad grades were part of a logging railroad system that was abandoned 70 to 80 years ago. 

By keeping users above the swamp, the elevated tramways, boardwalks, and bridges make 

excellent hiking and biking paths. Springtime, if it has been dry, is the best time to hike or bike the 

trail. Summer outings can be unpleasant due to oppressive heat and humidity, snakes, and 

mosquitoes. The 90-foot wooden pedestrian bridge that had been built upon the old railroad 

trestle at Steed Creek, near U.S. Highway 17, had rotted and was beyond repair. In July 1989, the 

Forest Service budgeted $24,000 to replace it with a steel bridge. The wooden pedestrian bridge 

was removed, but the old trestle structure was left in place for the enjoyment of future visitors who 

wish to view a piece of history. Located just north of Charleston, one would think it would get more 

use than the estimated 1,000 visitor days a year. 
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Figure 16 
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Camping and drinking water are available at botti Huger and Half Way Campgrounds. The 

forest has a network of more than 575 miles of road, plus campgrounds, wilderness areas, and 

other trails {see Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 

The Blue Ridge Rai l road His tor ica l Trai l 

In December 1852, the South Carolina legislature chartered the Blue Ridge Railroad 

Company to develop the South Carolina portion of a railroad that was planned to run from Belton, 

South Carolina, to Knoxville, Tennessee, to take advantage of the growing commerce between 

the iviidwest and the seaport of Charleston. To penetrate the Blue Ridge Mountains, thirteen 

tunnels were planned, with Stumphouse Mountain Tunnel being the longest (planned to be 

5,863 feet). In 1859, after only three years and 4,363 feet into the mountain from both sides, the 

contractor ran out of money. With Secession close at hand, the state refused to grant additional 

funds, and the dream of the Blue Ridge Railroad died. After the Civil War, locomotives were much 

more powerful and railroad companies were able to bypass the tunnels (De Hart 1984: 260). 

In 1974, Boy Scout Troop 219 proposed to construct a trail following the old Blue Ridge 

Railroad bed as a Bicentennial project. The Blue Ridge Railroad Historical Trail, located in Oconee 

county near the town of Walhalla, was officially opened to the public in March 1976 (Figure 17). 

The Boy Scouts developed and still maintain the trail. By special arrangement with the local 

property owners, approximately 300 Boy Scouts each year hike from West Union to Stumphouse 

Mountain Tunnel, a distance of approximately 12 miles, to earn the Boy Scout's Blue Ridge 

Railroad Historical Trail medal or patch. 

The rail-trail constitutes a five-mile segment of the entire trail and is located on an 

easement leased to the Pendleton District Historical and Recreational Commission. It starts at 

Stumphouse Mountain Tunnel Park, which is open (free) during daylight hours and owned by the 

Pendleton District Historical and Recreational Commission. Many visitors come just to picnic and 

walk to the back of Stumphouse Mountain Tunnel. There is also a small, primitive campground 
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Figure 17 



where a nominal fee is charged for overnight camping. Along the five-mile trail are two other 

tunnels, Middle and Saddle, both of which have filled in with debris and water over the years (see 

Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 

Big Trest le Park 

The Seaboard Coast Line Railroad (SCL) abandoned its Charleston to Savannah line in 

mid-1977. In 1978, the company donated the ROW located between the Broad River and Boyds 

Creek, and the trestle over the Broad River, to Jasper County. The 1.5 miles of ROW and the half-

mile trestle were valued at $35,000. Knowles Island, where most of the ROW is located, is 

approximately eight miles east of 1-95 at Ridgeland and one mile southeast of the intersection of 

county roads 19 and 462 (Figure 18). Most of the ROW Is raised ten feet above the surrounding 

marshland. The steel and timbertrestle was built in 1916 with a center span that swings open to 

allow boat passage. 

In 1980, Jasper County spent $50,000, including $42,000 from the Land and Water 

Conservation Fund (LWCF), to turn the trestle into a fishing pier and develop the ROW as an 

access road to the pier. This was Jasper County's first and only fishing pier. Big Trestle Park was 

Opened to the public in 1981. It received much use until 1984 when the eastern half of the 

trestle/fishing pier was destroyed by fire (suspected to be the work of an arsonist). The only thing 

that saved the western side was the open swing span. Jasper County did not have the money to 

rebuild, and in 1987, the remaining 1,800 feet of the trestle/fishing pier was destroyed by fire. 

Arson again was suspected. With the fishing pier gone, Big Trestle Park receives little use today 

except for a few locals who still go there to fish and crab. The county grades the ROW twice a year 

and picks up litter (see Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 
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Figure 18 
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The West Ash ley B ikeway 

The two-mile ROW now used for The West Ashley Bikeway had been abandoned years 

before and been turned into a dumping ground for old refrigerators, mattresses, building 

materials, and other refuse, causing it to become an embarrassment to the city of Charleston. The 

city leases the land from the South Carolina Department of Highways and Public Transportation for 

one dollar per year, in January 1987, the land was appraised at $50,000. The City of Charleston 

matched $70,000 of LWCF monies to pave and develop the $140,000 bikeway. 

The Bikeway officially was opened to the public on October 29, 1983, and is the only 

dosed-to-motor-traffic bikeway in Charleston (Figure 19). It is the first segment of a grand 

bikeways plan that Charleston developed In the late 1970s. This two-mile-long facility functions 

like a linear neighborhood park and is used mostly by the neighborhood kids to get to their 

schools and playgrounds. The end points are two very busy roads, St. Andrews (Hwy 61) and the 

Savannah Highway (U.S. 17). There are parking lots at each end, but very few people drive there 

and park just to ride their bikes up and down a two mile path. Also, since it is just one piece of an 

extensive bikeway system that was never built, there are no connecting bikepaths that would 

have allowed extended bicycle trips. As a linear neighborhood park, it serves a need in the 

community, but it would be hard to justify spending $140,000 or more in construction costs and 

$13,000 a year for maintenance if the project were proposed today and LWCF matching monies 

were not available. 

Paving and extensive landscaping were the major expenses of The West Ashley 

Bikeway. Many communities today are using crushed gravel as the base for a path instead of the 

more expensive asphalt. They seem to be achieving the same effect, a smooth path for both 

bikers and walkers. The 1986 Arkansas Statewide Trai ls Plan estimated that a two-inch 

thick, hot mix asphalt trail, six feet wide and one mile long would cost approximately $52,800. The 

same trail using gravel would cost approximately $10,000 (Arkansas Department of Parks and 

Tourism 1986: 23) (see Appendix H forthe National RTC survey). 
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Figure 19 

64 



Planned South Caro l ina Rai l -Tra i ls 

After a seven-year lapse in rail-trail openings, three new rail-trails were under development 

in 1989 (Figure 14 and Table 19). All three had been in use as water or sewer ROW for a number 

of years. Sharing the ROW may well be the only way that recreation departments strapped with 

tight budgets will be able to provide trails in the future. 

Table 19 

Planned South Caro l ina Ra i l -Tra i ls : 1989 

Trai l Name L o c a t i o n 

The Greeneway North Augusta 

The West Ashley Greenway Charleston 

The Guignard Trail Cayce 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 

M i l e s 

5 

10 

1 

The Greeneway 

In November 1988, the City of North Augusta purchased a five-mile segment of 

abandoned ROW for $100,000 from the Norfolk Southern Railroad Company (Figure 20). The city 

used $75,000 from its Utility Construction Fund and $25,000 from the South Carolina Recreation 

Land Tmst Fund (RLTF) forthe purchase. The ROW is a portion of a 26-mile abandoned segment 

that mns from North Augusta to Edgefield, but North Augusta only bought the five-mile segment 

located within its city limits. Most of the ROW is located in and adjacent to the residential areas of 

North Augusta. The acquired ROW also runs beside the city's largest park, Riverview Park, which 

is located on the Savannah River and has ball fields, a jogging trail ,and picnic shelters. The ROW 

has been zoned Open Space Preservation to preserve the natural areas of the ROW for the 

public good. The ROW offers a unique opportunity for the city to have a recreation trail within easy 

walking distance of a majority of Its residents. Greeneway was chosen as the name of the new 

recreation trail in honor of Thomas W. Greene, Mayor of North Augusta. 
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Figure 20 
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The city had a two-fold purpose in purchasing the ROW. First, the city wanted to protect the water 

and sewer lines located on portions of the ROW and also preserve the land tor future utility 

extensions. In addition, the ROW, once converted to a trail, will meet the growing need for 

jogging, bicycling, and nature walk facilities. The city's Parks and Recreation Department is 

developing construction plans for the new trail and hopes to have sections open to the public by 

1991 (see Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 

The West Ash ley Greenway 

The Charleston Parks Department budgeted $50,000 in 1989 to start trail development 

on a ten-mile long, 150-foot wide abandoned railroad corridor which begins at Folly Road and 

ends at the Johns Island bridge (Figure 21). The corridor is owned by the Charleston Water 

Commission, which asked the Paf1<s Department to develop the surface as a trail while the 

Commission continues to use the subsurface. Sharing the right-of-way will benefit both parties 

since the Commission will not have to keep the area landscaped and the Parks Department will get 

a trail without the expense of purchasing the land. The trail will make a pleasant greenway buffer 

zone between a residential area and Highway 17, a very busy commercial strip. From Folly Road, 

the Trail will take the user through neighborhoods and past parks, a tennis center, and schools to 

the Clemson Experimental Farm, and then into a marsh before the Johns Island bridge. 

The ROW was abandoned by the Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company in 1981. The 

Charleston Public Works Commission acquired the ROW in July 1985 for $1.750,000 as a sewer 

right-of-way. Instead of ending the purchase at the city limit, as North Augusta did, Charleston 

annexed approximately two miles of the ROW so as to acquire the entire 10 miles (see Appendix 

H for the National RTC survey). 
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Figure 21 
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The Gu ignard Trai l 

The City of Cayce fias recently hired Robert Marvin and Associates to design a park along 

the Congaree River. Marvin plans to use an old rail corridor as an integral part of the park (Figure 

22). The 1.25 mile rail line was used by Guignard Brick Works to transport clay from a pit near the 

old government locks located on the Congaree River to their kilns near Knox Abbott Drive for 

many years before they abandoned the line in 1975. The City has an easement for a sewer line 

running the length of the ROW and hopes to provide a trail along with picnic shelters and parking 

in the next year (see Appendix H for the National RTC survey). 

69 



Figure 22 



CHAPTER 6 

SOUTH CAROLINA 'S POTENTIAL RAIL -TRAILS 

Poten t ia l Ra i l -Tra i ls 

Alttiough South Carolina has only five existing rail-trails and three under development, 

there are many abandoned ROW segments that may be suitable for use as rail-trails. At least five 

segments are already being considered for rail-trail conversion (Table 20 and Figure 23). The 

major obstacle for all the projects, except the McCormick to Calhoun Falls segment, is acquisition 

of the ROW. The communities have been working for two to four years on these projects. 

Table 20 

Potent ia l South Caro l ina Ra i l -Tra i ls : 1989 

End P o i n t s A g e n c y Or G r o u p M i l e s 

McCormick To Calhoun Falls Savannah Valley Authority 24 

Barnwell To South Edisto River Barnwell County 20 

York To Smyrna York County 14 

Town Of Cheraw Cheraw 2 

Town Of Marlon Marion 2 

Source: Compiled by author, 1989. 
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Figure 23 

Source: Compiled by author 
JIM SCHMID 

McCormick to Ca lhoun Fal ls 

The 24-mile McCormick to Calhoun Falls railroad ROW was abandoned by Seaboard 

Coast Line in 1978, but then it was purchased by the Savannah Valley Authority for $63,000 in 

1982 for future utility use. Two miles of the ROW are planned as a road forthe new Savannah 

Lakes residential community, but the Authority has expressed an interest in developing a trail on 

the remaining 22 miles (John Blithe, telephone interview, 26 June 1989). 

Barnwe l l to the Sou th Ed is to River 

Terry Richardson (telephone interview, 24 August 1989), a Barnwell resident and lawyer, 

has been working since 1985 to convert the old Southern Railway ROW that runs north and south 

through the county into a trail. The 20-mile rail-trail would connect the City of Barnwell with 

Bamwell State Park and the South Edisto River. In 1989, Barnwell County and City Councils 
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formed a "Rails-to-Trails Committee" to tielp Mr. Richardson with this conversion and to study 

other abandoned rail lines in the county tor possible trail use. 

York to Smyrna 

Walt Schrader (telephone interview, 15 September 1989), PRT's volunteer Trails 

Coordinator, has gotten York County Council interested in the abandoned Southern Railway 

ROW from York to Smyrna. Southern abandoned the 14-mile R O W i n 1986. Thurmond Bonner 

(telephone interview, 20 September 1989), York County Recreation Director, heads a rails-to-

trails study for the county on this and other abandoned railroad ROW. The 1988 York County 

Recreation Study and Master Plan found walking to be the number one activity of choice and trails 

(jog, bike, walk) to be the recreation facility most deficient in the county (SCPRT 1989': 1). 

Perhaps rail-trails could fill that need. 

T o w n of Cheraw 

Phil Powell (telephone interview, 31 January 1989), Director of Cheraw Parks and 

Recreation Department, is interested in converting a two-mile CSX abandonment located north of 

Cheraw into a recreational biking and hiking trail. The rail-trail would be a central component in the 

Cheraw/Pee Dee Greenway Park Master Plan. The town has been negotiating with CSX since 

January 1989 to acquire this ROW. 

T o w n of Mar lon 

In 1984, Seaboard Coast Line abandoned its 16-mile track between Pee Dee and Mullins. 

The ROW runs through the middle of the city of Marion. Marion County acquired the ROW from 

Marion to Mullins for use as a short line railroad, then deeded the ROW within the city limits to the 

City of Marion. In 1987, Marion started a Railroad Beautification Project to turn the ROW into a 

greenway. Now the city would like to work with the county in converting the ROW between Pee 

Dee and Marion into a rail-trail. The city is negotiating the purchase of the first two-mile segment 
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west of Marion witfi CSX. If successful with tfiis first segment, it hopes eventually to have a rail-trail 

that will reach approximately eight miles to the banks of the Great Pee Dee River (White 1988). 

Other Potent ia l Rai l -Tra i ls 

It is beyond the scope of this study to evaluate the rail-trail conversion potential of the 

remainder of South Carolina's abandoned railroad ROW. Nevertheless, it is obvious that at least 

some of this ROW has potential that makes it worthy of consideration. Whether additional ROW 

segments actually will be considered depends in very larger measure on the degree of interest 

shown by citizens and officials at the local level. Of course, interest in a rail-trail development is 

Invariably a reflection of a particular ROW segments' attractiveness or "conversion appeal." The 

criteria for determining this are discussed in the following chapter. 
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CHAPTER 7 

R A I L S - T O - T R A I L S CONVERSION 

Row Selec t ion Cr i ter ia 

Each ROW segment is unique in terms of its geographic location, physical characteristics, 

visual aspects, and relationships to adjacent land uses. There is no standard checklist of features 

or characteristics that determine precisely how suitable a particular abandoned railroad ROW might 

be for rail-trail conversion. Nevertheless, experience has shown that certain key characteristics 

enhance the rail-trail conversion desirability of abandoned ROW. An ideal abandoned ROW is one 

that is readily accessible, provides links between recreation areas and potential users, traverses a 

scenic landscape, and has few street crossings, a single owner, low development and 

maintenance costs, a high degree of public acceptance, and political support (Dillon 1988, Ward 

and Ruff 1986, Macdonald 1979, Jubenville 1976). All ROW characteristics, both major and minor, 

should be considered in evaluating rail-trail conversion suitability (Macdonald 1979: 59). 

A c c e s s i b i l i t y 

Accessibility is an extremely important trail attribute. People want trails that are 

conveniently located and can be accessed from road crossings without encroaching on private 

properly (CACEQ 1975: 20). 

L i n k a g e s 

Rail-trails tend to be more heavily used when they can function as links between 

residential areas and various recreational or economic nodes, areas, or attractions. Thus, it is a 

considerable advantage when a potential rail-trail can offer Improved linkage between some 

combination of population centers, existing trails, schools, shopping areas, natural areas such as 
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rivers or forests, public parks and ottier recreational facilities, tourist attractions, and related origins 

and destinations (FDNRDRP 1988: 4). Some rail-trails may serve primarily to support basically 

nonrecreational activities sucti as bicycling to work, school, or shopping (RTC 1989b: 2). 

A e s t h e t i c Qua l i t i es 

People prefer rail-trails that are aesthetically pleasing and offer interesting variety and 

contrast. Scenic vistas, absence of litter, abundant vegetation, topographic diversity, and 

interesting buildings or other structures are among the various natural and cultural features that 

can greatly enhance the recreational quality of trail use (Ward and Ruff 1986: 23). Lennon (1972: 

46) concluded that the abandoned ROW most desirable for rail-trail conversion is that which is 

adjacent to woodlands or farms and has no nearby industrial and/or commercial development. 

Even in densely built up urban areas, however, rail-trails can be aesthetically pleasing when they 

are tree-canopied or otherwise strongly contrast with their surroundings (Ward and Ruff 1986: 

23). 

Other Phys i ca l Cha rac te r i s t i cs 

Many basically non-aesthetic physical characteristics have a significant bearing on the rail-

trail potential of an abandoned railroad ROW, and must therefore be taken into consideration. 

Among the more prominent are the length and width of the ROW, the number of street crossings, 

the presence or absence of rails, ties, bridges, and trestles, the condition of the ballast, the quality 

of the drainage, the amount and type of overgrowth vegetation, and special natural or topographic 

features (CACEQ 1975: 20; USDOT 1977a: 77). In addition to affecting recreational quality per 

se, physical characteristics can significantly affect the cost of trail development and maintenance. 

Publ ic and Po l i t i ca l Suppor t 

Public acceptance Is crucial to the rail-trail conversion process. Other factors aside, rail-

trails are seldom developed where community support for the Idea is weak. Thus, if a rail-trail 
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proposal is to have a decent chance to succeed it must have an enthusiastic following at the grass 

roots level. An especially good environment for rail-trail development is an interested municipality 

with a parks department that can handle the logistics of trail planning, development, and 

maintenance. The early and continued involvement of citizens and various groups is needed to 

insure that potential users are bought into the planning process (Holsteen 1985: 69). 

Adjacent Proper ty Owne rs 

Since railroad ROW is a markedly elongated phenomenon, any given rail-trail 

development proposal is likely to evoke reactions from numerous adjacent landowners. Whether 

these landowners generally oppose or support the proposed rail-trail can greatly affect the 

outcome of the decision-making process. Many existing rail-trails were originally met with strong 

opposition by adjacent landowners who expressed concerns about possible loss of privacy, 

excessive noise, trespassing, vandalism, littering and dumping, lawsuits, and related problems. 

Research has shown, however, that such fears tend to diminish or even disappear after rail-trails 

are developed (Mazour 1988:101; Holsteen 1985: 29; MDNRTWU 1980:1). Rail-trails receive 

less off-road vehicle (ORV) use than derelict ROW, and there tend to be fewer dumping, 

vandalism, and trespass problems associated with the use of officially-designated trails (Ward and 

Ruff 1986: 55). 
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CHAPTER 8 

C O N C L U S I O N S 

Just as the railroad lines in South Carolina play an important role in the landscape of both 

urban and rural areas of the state, the over 1,300 miles of abandoned railroad ROW could 

continue to play an Important role as facilities for recreation, conservation, historic preservation, 

and education. Open space is at a premium in and near most U.S. cities, and the cost of land is 

increasing rapidly. Utilizing abandoned ROW represents a logical way for the cities of South 

Carolina to acquire open space for their citizens at a reasonable price. 

This study in no way should be taken as encouraging railroad ROW abandonments. When 

they do occur, however, their potential for recreation purposes should be considered. It is 

apparent that too little attention has been paid to providing the linear areas necessary for the 

enjoyment of trail-oriented activities In South Carolina.The needs of the walker and biker have 

long been ignored, and it is time that trails accessible to all be provided in great variety and 

abundance. Too many South Carolinians have to drive to find a nice place to walk two miles or bike 

20 miles. In spite of the many drawbacks, five rail-trail conversions already exist, three are under 

development, and at least five more ROW segments are potential rail-trails. If these corridors are to 

be preserved and utilized, action must be taken at the state, regional, and local level and 

supported through appropriate legislation. 

This study has noted the demand for trails, inventoried the supply of abandoned railroad 

ROW in South Carolina, and identified potential ROW available for future rail-trail development. 

Since not everything can be saved, one important function of the inventory process is to provide 

a basis for establishing priorities. It is important that the railroad ROW list be kept updated, as newly 
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abandoned railroad ROW is normally In the best condition for recreation use. The list of rail-trails 

must also be kept current. 

R e c o m m e n d a t i o n s 

Pointing out potentials is not enough. Also needed is an aggressive and coordinated 

program to plan, develop, and maintain trails in South Carolina. Rail-trails require immediate action, 

since the ROW will be lost if conversion is not initiated soon after railroad use is terminated. This 

study shows that many potential trail opportunities already have been lost to trail use or have 

limited chance of conversion. With the heightened awareness level of local recreation providers, ' 

however, the chance for additional rail-trail conversions should be much higher. 

Just as no state agency is responsible for rail planning, there is no state agency 

responsible for the development of a regional or statewide comprehensive trail plan. South 

Carolina has never had a program to develop trails and promote trail use, and unlike many other 

states, it has not passed trails legislation modeled after the 1968 National Trails Act. Little will 

happen unless state government either assumes a leadership role or provides encouragement 

for the development of a nonprofit organization that can do the job. The new direction indicated 

by the PRT directive in 1989 (Appendix A) indicates that a new type of recreation activity can be 

integrated into the overall recreation opportunities available to South Carolina residents. If there 

were a trails program, a state agency would have to act in a supervisory capacity. Cooperation 

would be required among the various PRT Divisions, the many local units of govemment, private 

organizations, the commercial sector, and, of course, the railroad companies. 

One approach would be to have PRT establish a trails program in its Recreation Division, 

with new staff and budget paid out of the Parks and Recreation Development fund. A Trails 

Coordinator position would have to be created, and the Coordinator would establish a trail user 

council, which would act as a link between trail users and PRT. The new trails program would 

maintain and update the statewide trails Inventory completed in 1981, develop a statewide trails 

plan, and involve public participation (liaison with trail user groups). It would also coordinate efforts 
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to acquire abandoned railroad ROW, work with local governments and the private sector to 

develop and publicize trails, recommend trails legislation, and provide trails-related technical 

assistance to local governments. 

An alternate proposal would be to have PRT's Recreation Division continue to encourage 

and facilitate the development and expansion of rail-trails by providing technical assistance and 

advice to local developers. Technical assistance is needed for acquiring ROW from railroad 

companies, designing rail-trails, working with adjacent landowners.and obtaining financial 

assistance from federal and state sources. The Recreation Division should maintain an inventory 

of abandoned and to-be-abandoned railroad ROW, review proposed railroad abandonments to 

determine their potential for recreation use, and pass this information along to local recreation 

providers. They should also assist in the formation of coalitions to promote specific rail-trail 

projects and provide technical assistance to these groups. The Recreation Division should act as 

a clearinghouse to disseminate case studies, technical and other references, and names of 

individuals and organizations with experience in abandoned rail projects. Publicizing the 

availability of trail recreation through news releases will help support businesses and local 

economies near popular rail-trail developments. Maps and brochures on existing and planned rail-

trails should be readily available to serve trails users and educate potential users. 

State legislation to facilitate "railbanking" as a means of preserving railroad ROW for future 

rail use with interim public use benefits should be addressed. Railbanking allows for the interim 

use of railroad ROW for recreation trails while retaining the corridor for future transportation 

purposes. Wisconsin, Michigan, Florida, Minnesota, and Washington have such legislation, and it 

has proven invaluable. 

Regardless of the path followed, major responsibility for the planning, acquisition, 

development, and maintenance of rail-trails will still rest with local recreation providers. To make 

these efforts more efficient and increase the likelihood of success, there must be more and better 

communication of ideas among the recreation providers working on similar rail-trail projects. The 

sum total of knowledge is considerable, but very fragmented. 
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Futu re S tud ies 

The rails-to-trails process offers a fine opportunity for recreation geographers to use their 

cartographic and field survey skills. Recreation geographers can aid in the selection ot corridors 

with the greatest potential, identify their key features by means of thorough field surveys, and 

develop plans that not only increase the visual quality of the experience provided, but also 

encourage a wider range of uses. 

It was beyond the scope of this study to evaluate each abandoned line's suitability for 

recreational use. The inventory provided here is simply a starting point for further work in 

identifying, evaluating, and ultimately acquiring railroad ROW for recreation use. Until now. South 

Carolina did not have accurate, comprehensive data on the extent of the railroad ROW available 

for public use. Compiling additional data on the character, quality, and availability of raikoad ROW is 

the next step toward improving the decision making process. A statewide railroad ROW 

assessment should be undertaken to systematically identify, evaluate, and compare railroad ROW 

for recreation purposes. The assessment would show railroad ROW on maps and provide 

corresponding information about their length, width, general condition, adjoining land uses, and 

potential for reuse. 

Many other broad-based and in-depth studies on the rail-trail theme could make very 

useful contributions. In general, the studies most needed are those that would facilitate the rails-

to-trails conversion process through increased understanding and more precise measurement of 

the demand for rail-trails, the economic and environmental benefits of rail-trails, the supply of 

abandoned railroad ROW, and the criteria for evaluating potential rail-trail conversions. 
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Appendix A 

SOUTH CAROLINA RAILS-TO-TRAILS PROGRAM 

POLICY STATEMENT 
January 12. 1989 

South Carolina Parks, Recreation and Tourism Commission 

The Parks, Recreation and Tourism Commission formally endorses the 
"Rails-to-Tralls" concept as an extension to our assistance programs to provide recreation 
opportunities to all South Carolinians. We encourage the conversion of unused rail lines to trails 
and believe the results will provide benefits to the state and local communities by taking 
advantage of these unique resources. 

The "Raiis-to-Trails" railbanking approach makes it feasible to retain unused railroad rights-of-way 
for possible restoration of rail service in the future, if needed, while utilizing these valuable 
resources for public open space and recreation purposes without burdening the railroad with 
unprofitable maintenance and liability costs. 

In implementing this policy, the PRT Department staff will: 

1 . Work with the appropriate railroad interests on a voluntary basis to encourage them 
to adopt a policy favoring railbanking of unused or unprofitable lines under the 
National Trails System Act and to favor public disposal over private disposal of 
previously abandoned lines. 

2. Develop a statewide assessment of abandoned and potentially abandoned railroad 
corridors and design a criteria system plan to identify high priority segments suitable 
for trail use. 

3. Identify potential managers for converted corridors and provide assistance through 
technical expertise, informational workshops and grants. 

4. Pursue the possibility of state legislation to facilitate railbanking as a means of 
preserving rights-of-way for future rail use while providing the interim public trail use 
benefits. 
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Appendix B 

The Order Board 

Central South Carolina Chapter 
of the 

National Railway Historical Society 

Volume X Number 12 Mark Gustafson, Editor June 1989 

PROGRAM We need your input during this month's program. 

Jim Schmid, a geography graduate student at the University of 

South Carolina, is currently studying the feasibility of turning 

abandoned railroad right of ways in South Carolina into rail-trails 

for hiking and biking. Jim will be discussing the South Carolina 

Park, Recreation and Tourism Department's involvement in rails 

to trails, and will show slides of existing and planned rail-trails in 

the state. Large format maps will be available for comment. 

And here's where your help is needed. Elsewhere in this 

ORDER BOARD is a listing of South Carolina railroad 

abandonments from 1928 to the present. Look over this list and 

bring any Information you have on any segments to the meeting. 

Jim needs information regarding tracks removed and tracks 

remaining, right of way remaining and condition, bridges, 

ownership, and any other related items. Feel free to mail in 

comments to this editor if you are unable to attend the meeting. 

Other states, Including some nearby neighbors, are 

ahead of South Carolina in implementing a rails-to-trails program. 

Come to this meeting and find out the progress being made here 

at home to preserve abandoned railroad right of ways for 

recreational use. And remember, Rails-to-Trails does not 

promote the abandonments ot railroads, but only attempts to 

preserve the right of way once the line is abandoned. 
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Appendix C 

MEMO TO; All Recreation Providers 

FROM: Janet Whisennant 

DATE: February 16, 1989 

SUBJECT: Annual Recreation Survey 

Enclosed please find the form for the 1989 edition of the Local Government Park and -Recreation 
Survey. Through the years this survey has proved its value, when at budget time, you can make 
comparisons with similar size agencies. Beginning this year, we will be reporting on facilities and 
detailed budget data on a biennial basis, but continue to gather financial summary and personnel 
information annually. The survey enclosed will address only the total operating budget, total 
capital improvements budget and personnel areas of recreation agencies in South Carolina. 

The report will list all Counties, Municipalities, and Special Purpose Recreation Districts, and those 
agencies not responding will be listed as "no report". 

You will notice that the last page of the survey deals with converting abandoned railroad rights-of-
way into recreational trails. As a part of the research that is being conducted by our rails-to-trails 
consultant, Jim Schmid, we have included this questionnaire and ask that you participate by 
providing the Information requested. When the completed surveys are received, we will separate 
the rails-to-trails data from that which I have described atx)ve and it will not be included in the 
published recreation survey. Mr. Schmid will use this information to help PRT develop the South 
Carolina Rails-To-Trails Plan (publication date, November 1989). 

Please take a few minutes of your time to complete the appropriate questions, and return the 
forms to me by March 3. We will make every effort to get the information out to you as soon as 
possible. 

Your cooperation and participation in this survey is greatly appreciated. 

Enclosures 
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Appendix C 

South Carol ina Rai l -Trai ls Inventory Survey 

Since 1924, 1,400 miles of railroad track tias been abandoned in South Carolina. With more 
track planned for future abandonment, we have an opportunity to convert these abandoned, 
unused rail corridors into public trails, suitable for walking, bicycling, nature appreciation, and many 
other purposes. 

Rail-trails have special characteristics which set them apart from the more traditional 
mountainous hiking trails: they are flatter, more urban and suburban-oriented, more suitable for 
wheeled uses, and more likely to have historical, cultural and Industrial features. 

We know of two South Carolina trails which are located on old railroad rights-of-way; the 
Stumphouse Tunnel Trail in Oconee County and The West Ashley Bikeway in Charleston. 

With your help we hope to put together a Rails-to-Trails Plan which will list current rail-trails 
and address future opportunities. Thank you for taking the time to answer the following 
questions. 

1. Do you know of any existing trails located on abandoned railroad beds. 

Yes (4) No (102) 

Please provide details ( name of trail, location, etc.) 

2, Do you know of any abandoned railroad corridors that could be converted into trails? 

Yes (29) No (77) 

Please provide details (location, length, etc.) 

3. Would you like to be on our mailing list for future rails-to-trails information? 

Name (78 Gave Address, 28 No Address) 

Address 

Phone Number ( ) 
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Appendix D 

A b a n d o n e d Rai l road ROW Noted by Loca l Recrea t ion Prov ide rs 

1. Allendale 

2. Anderson 

3. Barnwell 

4. Ctieraw 

5. Chesterfield 

6. Conway 

7. Darlington 

8. Denmark 

9. Gaffney 

10. Great Fails 

11 . Greenville 

12. Greenwood 

13. Hartsville 

14. Hilda 

15. Marlon 

16. North Augusta 

17. Pacolet Mills 

18. Pamplico 

19. Pelion 

20. Pinewood 

2 1 . Sumter 

22. Walhalla 

23. Walterboro 

24. Walterboro 

25. York 

Several ROW in the County 

ROW in Anderson, Belton & Iva 

Bamwell to Barnwell State Park ROW 

Cheraw to State line ROW, 12 miles 

ROW in Cheraw 

Conway to Myrtle Beach ROW 

Darlington to Hartsville, to Florence and to Mont Clare ROW 

Branchville to Oakwood ROW, 45 miles 

Kings Creek to York ROW, beside Hwy 5 

5 to 8-mile ROW In Great Falls 

5-mile ROW running east to west in Greenville 

3 ROW in the county 

Hartsville to McBee & Hartsville to Darlington ROW 

Bamwell to Blackville ROW 

East of Marion ROW, beside Hwy 76 

West of Marion ROW, beside State Rd 38 

N. Augusta to Edgefield ROW 

Pacolet to Pacolet Mills ROW, 5 miles 

Pamplico to Florence ROW 

Edmund to Branchville ROW 

Old Civil War RR ROW in Manchester State Forest 

ROW in Sumter beside Hwy 15 

ROW in Iva. beside Hwy 81 . Also ROW behind YMCA in Anderson 

ROW through Walterboro 

CSX ROW, Coico to Greenpond. 14 miles 

Rock Hill to York ROW, beside Ffwy 161, 19 miles 

York to Clover ROW, beside US 321, 6 miles 
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Appendix E 

Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conse rvancy Nat iona l Inven to ry Survey 

1. What is the name of the trail? 

2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? 

3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? 

4 . How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 

5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? 

6. What date did (or will) the trail officially open? 

7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? 

8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? 

9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? 

10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development) 

1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? 

12. Do you charge a user fee? If so. what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? 

13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? 

14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 

15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as tor garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? 

16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? 

17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

18. Is there a person who was particularly active in the effort to convert the abandoned line into 
the trail? If so, please give his/her name, address and telephone number: 

If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Appendix F 

Concurrent Resolution (H. 3666) 

Whereas, recently the railroad industry in the State has closed several lines, particularly in 
the coastal plains; and 

Whereas, the abandonment of rail service, if continued, will cause great damage to the 
economy of the State; and 

Whereas, some of of the lines abandoned are the Conway to fyfyrtle Beach Line, the 
Marion to Mullins Line, the McColl to Bennettsville Line, and a portion of the Society Hill to 
Darlington Line; and 

Whereas, the members of the General Assembly, recognizing that the railroads are faced 
with problems, desire to investigate the problem with a view to alleviating some or all o'f them so 
that no further abandonment of the vital transportation services provided by railroads will be 
effectuated. Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, the Senate concurring: 

That a committee is created to study the problems leading to the closing of railroad lines in 
the State. The committee must be composed of nine members, three of whom must be 
appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives from the membership of the body, 
three of whom must be appointed by the President of the Senate from the membership of that 
tx)dy, and three of whom must be appointed by the Governor The committee shall meet as soon 
after its appointment as may be practicable and shall organize by electing one of its members as 
chairman and one as vice chairman and such other officers as it may deem desirable. The 
committee shall meet there after upon call of the chairman or a majority of its members. The 
committee may confer with any person or organization that may be helpful in its study. All state 
agencies shall cooperate with the committee in helping to carry out the purpose of this resolution. 
The committee shall make its report and recommendations to the General Assembly before the 
end of the 1984 Session. 

The members of the committee shall receive per diem, subsistence, and mileage as 
provided by law for members of state boards, committees and commissions. 

The expenses of the committee must be paid from the approved accounts ol both 
houses. 

The Legislative Council shall provide such legal services as the committee may require in 
the perlormance of its duties. 
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Appendix G 

Rai l road Name Abb rev ia t i ons 

Alcolu Alcolu 
ACL Atlantic Coast Line 
AN Augusta Northern 
B&B Branchville & Bowman 
B&C Bennettsville and Cheraw 
BE&W Bamberg, Ehrhardt & Walterboro 
BUC Buffalo, Union-Carolina 
CGA Central of Georgia (NS) 
C&L Chesterfield & Lancaster 
CM&C Charlotte, Monroe & Columbia 
C&NW Carolina & Northwestern (NS) 
CSX CSX Transportation 
CW Carolina Western 
DW Due West 
ECB East Cooper & Berkeley 
E&M Edgemoor & Manetta 
G&F Georgia & Florida (NS) 
G&N Greenville & Northern 
GRN Greenville & Northern 
H&B Hampton & Branchville 
LC Lancaster & Chester 
MA Mid-Atlantic 
MC Marion County 
NCT North Charleston Terminal 
NS Nortolk Southern 
NWofSC Northwestern ot South Carolina 
Orangeburg Orangeburg 
PD Pee Dee 
PICK Pickens 
PR Port Royal 
PUC Port Utilities Commission 
PT Port Terminal 
R&C Raleigh and Charleston 
SAL Seaboard Air Line 
SBD Seaboard System 
SCL Seaboard Coast Line 
s e c South Carolina Central 
SCRRM South Carolina Railroad Museum 
SOU Southern (NS) 
WCL Waccamaw Coastline 
WS Ware Shoals 
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Appendix H 

Rails-to-Tralls Conservancy 

National Inventory Surveys 

for 

South Carolina Rail-Trails 

The Cathedral Aisle Trail 

The Swamp Fox Trail 

Blue Ridge Railroad Historical Trail 

Big Trestle Park 

The West Ashley Bikeway 

The Greeneway 

The West Ashley Greenway 

The Guignard Trail 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 6-20-89 

1. What Is the name of the trail? The Cathedral Ais le Trai l , H i tchcock Woods , Aiken, 
S C . 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? Hamburg to Char les ton Line was routed a round A iken In 1858. South 
Caro l ina Rai l road and Canal Company 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? 3 miles of ROW 
came w i th the dona t ion of 1200 acres of land to fo rm H i tchcock W o o d s in 1939 
4 . How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
D o n a t i o n 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? 
- 0 -
6. What date did (orwill) the trail officially open? 
1 9 3 9 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? 
The Founda t ion main ta ins all of the t ra i ls w i th vo lun teer help 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate spilt between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Most users are local 
and use Is bo th eques t r ian and pedes t r ian . No moto r i zed veh ic les 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? Yes, but l imited to 
l i t te r ing w i th m inor vanda l i sm 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal intormation (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? H i tchcock Woods has economic Impact, but no Info on RR tra i l 
I t se l f 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? Foundat ion carr ies 
l iab i l i ty Insurance on the ent i re W o o d s 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? 
No Fee 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? The Woods , Yes, Hard to 
separate RR tra i l f r om the rest of the t ra i ls 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
The Path Is natura l 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? 
N o 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? 
Not to my know ledge 

17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Dr. Harry E. Shealy Jr - President 

The H i t chcock F o u n d a t i o n 

PO Box 1702 

A i k e n , SC 29802 

If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 

Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 2-10-89 

1. What is the name of the trail? The Swamp Fox Trai l , Francis fVIarion National 
Fores t , SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? Th is Is a por t ion of early logg ing ra i l road, numerous spurs so a herr ing 
bone pa t te rn deve loped , l ines resu l ted about every 1/4 mi le . 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? Most acquired 
In 1930s, decades af ter they were abandoned . Probab ly 200-300 m i les 
acqu i red , several hundred mi les conver ted to roads. About 6 mi les of 21 mi le 
t ra i l Is on logg ing RR grade. 
4 . How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
Acqu i red w i th the Nat ional Forest lands, no value put on rati g rade 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? Probably 
$10,000 for the 6 mi les on rai l grade 
6. What date did (orwill) the Trail officially open ' '1970 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? Forest 
serv ice p robab ly spends $3,000 on the 6 mi les on rai l grade. However , we wi l l 
spend about $24,000 th i s year to replace a 90' b r idge that has ro t ted out . 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Hikers and some 
b ikers . About 1000 v is i to r days per year 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? No 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? N/A 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? N/A 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? No 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? 
1) No 2) Only l imi ted 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
None-No grave l bal last was ever app l ied as spu rs w o u l d on l y be used 6 mon ths 
to severa l years before t rack was moved to some other l oca t ion . 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? N/A 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? N/A 
17. Please Indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Bil l Craig 

Recrea t ion and Pub l ic Af fa i rs Staff 

US Forest Serv ice 

PO Box 2227 

C o l u m b i a SC 29202 

2 5 3 - 3 1 8 4 

If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inventory Survey 
Survey Date 4-12-89 

1. What is the name of the trail? Blue Ridge Railroad Histor ical Trai l , Oconee 
Coun ty , SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? Walhal la to S tumphouse tunne l , on uncomp le ted Blue Ridge RR, 1850s 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? Five mi les, 
leased to Pend le ton Dist r ic t as an easement . 
4. How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
No cos t 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? Scouts spent 
one year c lear ing and mark ing t ra i l . 
6. What date did (or will) the trail officially open^isye 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? No cost, 
vo lun tee r ma in tenance by Boy Scou t ' s 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Boy Scout 's , for 
Nat iona l Meri t Badge, approx . 2,000 annua l ly . 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? Yes, vandal ism and 
l i t t e r i n g 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? No Impact, located In forest area 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? None 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? No 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? Yes, for tf ie scouts . Litt le 
spen t f i owever . 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
Dirt, bark , p ine need les . 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? None 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? None 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Hur ley E. Badders , Execu t i ve D i rec tor 

Pend le ton Dis t r ic t H is to r ica l and Recrea t iona l C o m m i s s i o n 

P.O. Box 565 

P e n d l e t o n , SC 29670 

6 4 6 - 3 7 8 2 
18. Is there a person who was particularly active in the effort to convert the abandoned line into 
the trail? If so, please give his/her name, address and telephone number: 

J i m J o h n s o n , Scout Leader 

401 Da l ton Rd 

Seneca, SC 29678 882-9765 

If you have any official reporl, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 7-15-89 

1. What is the name of the trail? Big Trestle Park, Jasper County , SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? Coosaw to Levy {32 mi les) - Seaboard Coast Line RR Co. Abandoned mid 
1 9 7 7 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? 1/2 mi le trest le 
over the Broad River & 1 1/2 mi les of rai lbed raised ten feet over the marsh lands 
4. How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
Donat ion by Seaboard Coast L ine RR Co, Valued at $35,000 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? 
$50,000 • ($42,000 f r om Land And Water Conse rva t i on Fund) 
6. What date did (orwill) the trail officially open? 
1 9 8 1 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? $300 - to 
grade ra i lbed and c lean up l i t ter 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? F ishing by local 
r e s i d e n t s 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? 
Yes, l i t t e r ing / 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? 
No In fo rma t i on 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? 
C o u n t y o w n e d 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? 
N o 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? 
No In fo rma t i on 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
Natura l , ba l las t was removed and r ight -o f -way was g raded 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? 
N o 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with i t?l ,000 ft of far s ide of t rest le was 
des t royed by f i re In Nov of 1984, Remain ing 1,800 ft of t res t le was des t royed 
by f i re in 1987. A rson was suspec ted In bo th Inc idents . 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Rudy Sm i t h 

Jasper Coun ty Publ ic Works 

PO Box 1244 

R i d g e l a n d . SC 29936 

7 2 6 - 5 0 1 8 
If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, In advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 

104 



Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 2-24-89 

1. What is the name of the trail'? The West Ashley Bikeway, Char leston, SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
ra i l road?1. Dupont to Stono (1976) 2. Seaboard 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired?1. 9,400 feet 
2. 1978 
4. How was the route acquired'? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
Leased f rom Highway Dept. - ( $1 a year) General f unds 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? $140,000 
(Land & Water Conserva t ion Fund match ing grant ) 
6. What date did (or will) the trail officially open? 
O p e n e d O c t o b e r 29,1983 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? 
1. $13,000, 2. No, 3. No 
8. What Is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Al l local users, 
j o g g i n g teams, and b i cyc l i s t s 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? Yes, but s ince the trail 
has been cons t ruc ted , the c r ime, vanda l i sm and l i t ter ing p rob lem has 
d i m i n i s h e d g rea t l y . 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? 
N o 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? 
N o n e 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so. what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? No 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? No 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
1. Asphal t , 2. Yes. 3. No 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing pari of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? 
1. Yes, 2. Yes, 3. No money received 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with lt?None, was we lcomed by all adjacent land 
o w n e r s 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Steven D. L i v i n g s t o n , D i rec to r 

Depar tment of Parks 

30 Mary Mur ray Drive 

C h a r l e s t o n , SC 29403 

7 2 4 - 7 3 2 1 

If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 

Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 7-14-89 

1. What is the name of the trail? The Greeneway, Augusta , SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? North Augus ta to Edgef ie ld - - Norfolk Sou thern , (Central of Georg ia 
Ra i l road Company ) 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? 5.2 miles, 
1 9 8 8 
4. How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
$100,000 ( $75,000 f r om Ut i l i ty Fund & $25,000 f rom SC RLTF) Fee-s imp le 
t i t l e 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? In p lanning 
s tages now 
6. What date did (orwill) the trail officially open? 
In 1990 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? None as of 
y e t 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Very l imi ted use now -
t ra i l Is not o f f ic ia l ly open yet 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? None yet > 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining properly values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? None avai lable at th is t ime 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (If any) cost, and who pays? 
N o n e 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? None 
y e t 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? None yet 
14. How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
We plan asphal t at th i s t ime 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? City ut i l i ty 
easements for water and sewer 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? Yes, In publ ic meet ings before City 
C o u n c i l 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

J. Rober t B rooks , D i rec tor 

Nor th Augus ta Parks & Recreat ion Dept. 

P. O. Box 6400 

Nor th A u g u s t a , SC 29841 

2 7 8 - 2 3 5 8 

If you have any official reporl, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 

Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 5-20-89 

1. Wtiat is the name of the trail? The West Ashley Greenway, Char les ton, SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad J o h n ' Is land to Croghan (10 ft/liles), Seaboard Coast L ine (1981) 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired?10 Miles. 
Acqu i red by Commiss i one rs of Publ ic Works Ju ly , 1985 
4. How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
Fee S imp le , $1,750,000 - Ci ty of Char les ton - Genera l Fund 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? Trail is under 
d e v e l o p m e n t now, $50,000 b u d g e t e d for 1989 
6. What date did (or will) the trail officially open? 
Unknown at th i s t ime 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? $20,000 
per year, no vo lun tee rs 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? Informal usage now. 
Pr inc ipa l users wi l l be ne ighbo rhoods ad jacent to Greenway and o ther local 
c i t i z e n s 
9. Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? 
U n k n o w n 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining properly values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? We are unaware of economic Impact on ad jo in ing p roper ty va lues 
f rom s imi lar past p ro jec ts 
11 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? 
N o n e 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? No 
f e e s 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? 
None at th i s t ime 
14 . How is the path surfaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
Not comp le ted - u n k n o w n at th is t ime 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you teasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? The 
Commiss i one rs of Publ ic Works have a sewer l ine runn ing the leng th of the 
R O W 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? No oppos i t ion up t o th is date 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

Steven D. L i v i n g s t o n , D i rec tor 
Depar tment of Parks 
30 Mary Murray Drive 
C h a r l e s t o n , SC 29403 
7 3 4 - 7 4 3 1 

18. Is there a person who was particularly active in the effort to convert the abandoned line into 
the trail? If so, please give his/her name, address and telephone number: 

Mayor J o s e p h P. Ri ley 
80 B road Street 
C h a r l e s t o n . SC 29401 

If you have any official reporl, map, or newspaper clippings on the rait trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and effort you put into answering these questions. 
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Rai ls - to-Tra i ls Conservancy Nat ional Inven to ry Survey 
Survey Date 4-17-89 

1. What is the name of the trail? The Guignard Trail , Cayce, SC 
2. What were the original endpoints of the abandonment and the name of the abandoning 
railroad? Gu ignard Br i ckworks to Quarry. Gu ignard B r i ckworks Rai l road 
3. How much of the distance did you acquire and what year was it acquired? Approx. 1 mile. 
1 9 7 5 
4 . How was the route acquired? How much did it cost, and where did the funds come from? 
Easement for sewer l ine 
5. Approximately how much did you spend to develop the corridor into a trail? Not as of yet 
d e v e l o p e d 
6. What date did (or will) the trail officially open? 
Not k n o w n yet 
7. What are your approximate annual maintenance costs and which agency pays? Do you get 
maintenance help from volunteers, the youth conservation corps or anywhere else? 
N/A 
8. What is your current level of use and which are the principal user groups? What is the 
approximate split between local users and outside-the-region tourists? 
N/A 
9 . Do you have any problems with crime, vandalism or littering? 
N/A 
10. Do you have any statistics on the trail's impact on adjoining property values? Or any 
anecdotal information (such as real estate advertisements or trail-oriented economic 
development)? N/A 
1 1 . How much does the liability insurance (if any) cost, and who pays? N/A 
12. Do you charge a user fee? If so, what is the fee? How much does it bring in per year? N/A 
13. Do you have any information on the trails economic benefits to the surrounding 
communities? Do you feel that it constitutes a tourist destination? N/A 
14. How is the path surlaced? Are you happy with the materials? Are there any drawbacks? 
N o n e 
15. Are you sharing the right-of-way with any other user, such as an electric, water or gas utility? 
Are you leasing part of the right-of-way to any company or to any individuals (such as for garden 
plots)? If so, about how much money do you receive annually from the arrangement? 
Yes, sewer l ine 
16. During the period that the trail was being proposed, was there opposition from landowners 
(or anyone else) and how did you deal with it? Yes 
17. Please indicate your name, title, address and telephone number: 

E.H. Heus tess - Ci ty Manager 

1800 12th St 

Cayce , SC 29171 

7 9 6 - 9 0 2 0 
18. Is there a person who was particularly active in the effort to convert the abandoned line into 
the trail? If so, please give his/her name, address and telephone number: 

Arch ie G. Moore - Mayor of Cayce 

517 Ho l l and Ave . 

Cayce , SC 29171 

7 9 6 - 8 6 7 6 
If you have any official report, map, or newspaper clippings on the rail trail, we would appreciate 
receiving them, too. 
Thank you very much, in advance, for the time and eftori you put into answering these questions. 
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